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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. DAVIS of California).

————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, January 22, 2007.

I hereby appoint the Honorable SUSAN A.
DAVIS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———
MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 min-
utes.

——
HEALTH CARE INSURANCE

Mr. DEFAZIO. Well, the President
has discovered that we have a problem
with health insurance in the United
States of America, and that is good
news. Approximately 1 million more
Americans have become uninsured for
health care every year that the Presi-
dent has been in office, a record 46.1
million have no health insurance, 8.3
million of them are children, 609,000
people of them in my State of Oregon,
alone.

The President goes on to say, having
discovered this problem, that we must

address the rising costs so that more
Americans can afford basic health in-
surance. I think there is a lot of room
for agreement there. Unfortunately,
the solutions the President is offering
are straight out of the neoconservative
and right-wing think tanks.

The same people who told us we
would be greeted as liberators in Iraq
are now giving the President the solu-
tions for the uninsured in America.
They are saying the problem is those
who are insured have too much insur-
ance. We should tax middle-class
Americans, particularly union mem-
bers, who have good health plans, those
that actually provide for some dental
and vision coverage, in order to provide
health insurance to those who don’t.

Now, what the President is ignoring
here are a few problems with the wildly
profitable insurance industry. First off,
it is exempt from the antitrust law.
There are only two industries exempt
from the antitrust law, baseball and in-
surance. Now, I don’t care that much
about the baseball exemption, but in-
surance should not be exempt from
antitrust. They should not be allowed
to meet together and collude to jack up
prices, collude to determine who they
will cover and who they won’t cover.
Now those are big problems. If we dealt
with those problems, that would dra-
matically drop the cost of health care.

The President is a free market forces
guy; well, let’s have free market forces
in health care. We don’t today; it is a
cartel. They collude to set the prices;
they collude to decide who won’t get
coverage. Those are big problems. They
want to cherry-pick. They only want to
insure people who aren’t going to file
claims. We all know about that with
our homeowners insurance now; you
file a claim? Whoops, sorry; we don’t
want to insure you anymore even
though you have been paying us a pre-
mium for 20 years. This is an industry
that must be reined in. But no, that is
not what the President is going to do.

He is going to tax middle-class people.
He is going to tax union members, peo-
ple who have decent health care so that
some money could then be provided as
tax deductions for those who don’t
have health care. Well, there is another
problem with that; of the 46.1 million
people, remember, 8.3 million are chil-
dren, no earnings there. And many of
them come from families that earn less
than $50,000 a year. What is a Federal
tax deduction worth to those families?
Zero, nada, zip. Of course, the Presi-
dent doesn’t understand that.

Actually, this will provide tremen-
dous benefits to young, healthy people
like, say, people who are millionaires
at Google who have chosen not to buy
health insurance, they will get a nice
$15,000 a year tax break. But for the
family that earns $50,000 a year, they
will not get a tax break because they
are not paying Federal income taxes.
So the President’s plan is worthless for
those who most need it. It penalizes
those who are getting by.

And who is the President to talk
about gold-plated health care plans? He
has socialized medicine. He doesn’t pay
a penny. He gets a $20,000 physical
exam for free every year, in addition to
any other health care he might need.
And he is talking about Americans,
families with gold-plated plans who
can actually take their kids to the den-
tist and get partial payment? Seniors
who can actually get some new eye-
glasses so they can see again? That is
gold-plated in the President’s world.
Those people should pay taxes so that
we can give a phony benefit to the un-
insured. This is not the way to solve
the problem.

If the President had any guts he
would take on the insurance industry.
He would join me in proposing to take
away the antitrust exemption from the
insurance industry, stop them from
redlining people and cherry-picking,
and that would make health insurance
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cheaper for all Americans, not the pre-
posterous proposal he is putting for-
ward.

————

WATER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 56 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
today, all over Capitol Hill people are
preparing for the State of the Union
speech. Iraq, global warming, health
care are all at the top of everyone’s
list. One that, unfortunately, will be
suspiciously absent is the topic of a
conference that is taking place just
across the Potomac River, the third
National Dialogue on Water Resources.
Yet there is nothing that is more im-
portant than the discussion about
water. Indeed, if you are talking about
war and peace, climate change and
health care, they are all directly re-
lated.

Water is not just a potential source
of conflict, but of conflict resolution.
You can actually measure water flows
in quality. If the Israelies and the Pal-
estinians can solve their water issues,
who knows where it could lead.

Health. One-half the people in the
world today who are sick are sick due
to water-borne disease, almost all of
which is preventable.

Global warming. We are concerned
about global warming because of the
impacts that are directly water-re-
lated: rising ocean levels, coastal ero-
sion, storm surges, disappearing snow
pack and polar ice, flooding, rain-
storms; too much water too little
water in the wrong places at the wrong
time. Global warming is all about
water.

It is my hope that regardless of what
is discussed in the State of the Union
and thereafter, that we can add this
subject to the top of the list of the
110th Congress, to work with the ad-
ministration and people on both sides
of the aisle to build on one of the few
areas of bipartisan progress that we
have seen in the recent toxic atmos-
phere on the House floor.

In the 108th Congress, we were able to
work to reform the flood insurance pro-
grams, before Katrina. In the 109th
Congress, we had the landmark Water
For the Poor Act that I was able to
work on with Republicans Henry Hyde
and Senator Bill Frist.

There are some simple steps that we
can take now. I hope that Chair LOWEY
and Ranking Member WoLF will fund
our international water and sanitation
commitments. I hope that out of the
Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee we will update the hope-
lessly outmoded Corps of Engineers
water principles and guidelines that
are over a quarter century old and lead
to bad decisions. I hope that we can
continue Chair FRANK’s commitment
to further flood insurance reform.

Others are going to take more of a
lift, but we can use water supply and
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quality in the farm bill to pay farmers
to do the right thing and make a pro-
found difference on water around the
country. We can shift our frame of ref-
erence to deal with basin-wide water
management; and we can use the huge
value implicit in water resources to
fund our crying needs.

At core, Madam Speaker, it is time
for us to match our policies on where
the water comes from, which date back
to the beginning of our country and
were basically frozen in place by 1950,
to overlap with our water quality and
environmental and health protections
which have been developed largely
since that time.

Money is actually less of a problem
because, while water is priceless, we
are doing silly things with it; for exam-
ple, subsidizing people to grow cotton
in the desert. When we have an era
where for bottled water, some people
are paying up to $8 a gallon or more,
we are paying more than gasoline or
cheap wine, there are ways that we can
tap into that value. We spend too much
on uncoordinated infrastructure in-
vestments with inappropriate pricing,
poor planning and incremental frag-
mented management.

We have the possibility to refine
those partnerships, both public and pri-
vate, to bring together the Federal
agencies, even Congress itself, to limit
our stovepipe mentality with fewer
subcommittees and more policy man-
agement. It is not really that hard.
College students, farmers, local gov-
ernment officials, Girl Scouts and
church youth groups understand these
basic principles after the most basic of
study. It is time for the rest of the
players to catch up with them, and I
hope starting with the 110th Congress.

———
GLOBAL WARMING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. UDALL) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to talk about
global warming and our energy future,
the epic challenges of our time.

First, I want to applaud our leader,
Speaker NANCY PELOSI, for recognizing
the importance of this issue to our
children and our grandchildren. And I
think she is right to put a deadline for
the House to act.

Energy independence and global
warming are of paramount concern to
the American people. Most polls show
the American people, by 70 to 80 per-
cent, think these are very serious prob-
lems.

Today, a significant development oc-
curred on this front. In the Capitol this
morning, the U.S. Climate Action Part-
nership issued its call for action. This
group is composed of environmental
groups, World Resources Institute,
NRDC, Environmental Defense, the
Pew Center on Global Climate Change;
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industrial giants like Alcoa, BP, Cater-
pillar, Duke Energy and Dupont; and
many others, including our power com-
pany in New Mexico, PNM Resources.

Listen to what they say in their re-
port: “We know enough to act on cli-
mate change.”

““The challenge is significant, but the
United States can grow and prosper in
a greenhouse gas constrained world.”

“In our view, the climate change
challenge will create more economic
opportunities than risks for the U.S.
economy.”’

“We need a mandatory flexible cli-
mate program.”’

This report is significant, because
major U.S. companies have stepped up
to the plate and called for action now.
They are optimistic. They believe we
can get this done. In the 109th Con-
gress, the Udall-Petri legislation, H.R.
5042, had most of the components
called for by this partnership. We will
reintroduce it in the 110th and try and
capture these up-to-date recommenda-
tions.

Udall-Petri stands for immediate ac-
tion. Our bill is a mandatory cap-and-
trade system that uses the market-
place. It puts a price on carbon dioxide
emissions. Our bill has a safety valve
which balances economic losses with
emissions reduction achievements. And
our bill provides the flexibility to un-
leash American business ingenuity.

I told the partnership their first
agenda item should be to meet with
President Bush. Their message needs to
be heard in the White House. The
President has called for a voluntary
program. While his voluntary program
has been in place, we have seen no re-
duction in carbon dioxide emissions. In
fact, we have seen every year in the 6
years a 2 percent increase every year.
President Bush should take note of
these business leaders and let’s join to-
gether to leave the planet a better
place for our children and grand-
children.

Madam Speaker, this morning myself and
several Senators and Representatives includ-
ing the Senate Majority Leader REID and
House Majority Whip HOYER had the honor of
participating in an unprecedented meeting with
the CEOs of DuPont, GE, Duke Energy, Leh-
man Brothers, PG&E, FPL Company, Cater-
pillar, Alcoa, BP America, and PNM Energy
from my home state of New Mexico, and the
heads of the Natural Resources Defense
Council, the Pew Center on Global Climate
Change, Environmental Defense, and the
World Resources Institute. The United States
Climate Action Partnership, as this organiza-
tion of CEOs is named, has coalesced around
the urgent need to enact a federal global
warming policy, and to enact it now. | am
humbled both by the commitment expressed
by these leading global corporations and by
the enormity and importance of the task we
here in Congress have before us to craft poli-
cies to address perhaps the most pressing
issue of our generation. | applaud them for
their leadership and courage on this issue,
and | look forward to working with them.

The time for debate about whether or not
global warming is real and whether or not it is
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attributable to human activity on this planet,
has passed. America must lead the global ef-
fort with a national global warming policy. We
can no longer sit and reap the benefits of fos-
sil fuels without mitigating the negative effects
they are having on our planet and our way of
life. We cannot, we must not, leave this one
up to our children.

It is now the moment in time when we must
create a policy to address global warming. To
that end, my good friend and colleague from
Wisconsin, Mr. Tom PETRI, who was also
present at the meeting this morning, have de-
veloped a comprehensive greenhouse gas
emissions control bill. We introduced the Keep
America Competitive Global Warming Act dur-
ing the 109th Congress and are currently mak-
ing minor changes to the legislation for reintro-
duction in the coming weeks. Our legislation
will put our country on the path to reducing
greenhouse gas emissions, while not jeopard-
izing American competitiveness, American
jobs, and the American economy.

The bill is an economy-wide, upstream, cap-
and-trade policy that covers all greenhouse
gas emissions. However, to provide some cer-
tainty to the economy, the bill provides for an
unlimited number of additional “safety valve”
allowances. This safety valve provision pro-
vides cost-certainty to industry and will help
ensure that this policy will not result in eco-
nomic harm. We believe it is better to have a
policy that works slowly yet surely rather than
one that might prove economically unwork-
able. Many companies, including some who
were present at this morning’s meeting, have
expressed the need for a safety valve in any
mandatory greenhouse emissions control leg-
islation.

Some of the other key provisions of this leg-
islation include the creation of an Advanced
Research Projects Agency at the Department
of Energy to explore the truly out-of-the-box,
high-risk, high-payoff research that will be nec-
essary if we are to get to a low or no carbon
dioxide and greenhouse gas world. Techno-
logical advancement hold the key to the long-
term solution of global warming. Our bill also
includes resources for workers, entities and lo-
calities who may be negatively impacted by
this policy. Also, Madam Speaker, to address
concerns about American competitiveness, our
legislation ensures that the United States will
not be put at a competitive disadvantage rel-
ative to developing countries or countries not
taking actions comparable to ours to stem
greenhouse gas emissions.

Madam Speaker, the message we hear
from scientists is clear, we must act imme-
diately to stop global warming. We must do
so, however, in a responsible manner that
does not cost American competitiveness and
American jobs. Mr. PETRI will soon be reintro-
ducing our reasonable, certain, and efficient
global warming legislation. Please join us in
combating one the most pressing issues fac-
ing our country today.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 45
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. SARBANES) at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord God Almighty, the floor of this
Chamber, the courts of our land and
the tribunals of peace, as well as the
everyday decisions of corporate Amer-
ica, cannot live on megabytes, lest the
hunger for true justice and holiness be-
come a famine covering the whole
Earth.

Help Your people to turn their atten-
tion to the deeper truths that will
guide nations and unite peoples in com-
passion and respect for fully living in
the present moment.

Do not allow us to argue against the
truth, rather, give us a proper sense of
our own ignorance; never be ashamed
to admit our mistakes, nor swim
against the wide current of common
sense.

Never let us be the doormat for a fool
or seek favor with the powerful. In-
stead, strengthen us to fight to the
death for truth. For then You, Lord
God, will fight on our side now and for-
ever. Amen.

———————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAvVIs) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. DAVIS of California led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

MAKING ADOPTION TAX RELIEF
PERMANENT

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last week, I introduced a bill
that will make permanent the $10,000
adoption tax credit which is set to ex-
pire in 2010.

As the father of an adopted son, as a
former attorney handling adoptions,
and as a member of the Congressional
Coalition on Adoption, I know first-
hand the challenges and rewards adop-
tion brings.
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The adoption process can be mentally
and procedurally exhausting. Families
should not be overwhelmed with finan-
cial burdens as well. We should offer
incentives, not penalties, to those
making this commitment.

I am proud to sponsor this bill and
pleased that 46 of our colleagues, in-
cluding Ways and Means Committee
Chairman CHARLES RANGEL, have
joined me as co-sponsors. This legisla-
tion is necessary to promote adoption
and foster the creation of happy homes.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September 11.

——————

PENSION-KILLING BILL FALLS
SHORT

(Mr. KIRK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, today the
House will consider legislation to kill
the pensions of Members of Congress
convicted of a felony.

Amazingly, lawmakers who broke the
law collect taxpayer-funded pensions
after conviction. Rostenkowski col-
lects after mail fraud; Traficant col-
lects after corruption; Cunningham
collects after bribery; and Ney collects
after conspiracy.

Today’s bill is a step forward, but
blocks pensions for only four felonies:
bribery, being a foreign agent, con-
spiracy to defraud, and perjury. The
key story is what is missing.

Our House leadership presented a
bill, but banned an amendment that
would add 17 public corruption felonies
to the list. Under today’s unamended
bill, Congressmen would still get a pen-
sion if convicted of income tax inva-
sion, wire fraud, intimidation to secure
contributions, and racketeering.
Speaker PELOSI voted for these tougher
reforms in 1996, but appears to have
changed her mind.

Mr. Speaker, I will support the bill
before the House because it is the re-
sult of reform-minded Members like me
who brought it to the floor, but it does
fall 17 felonies short of the reforms
needed to fully clean up this House.

SHRINKING MILITARY IS GETTING
BIGGER

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, disturbing
news: the U.S. military is smaller in
size than any time in the last 50 years
and continues to shrink, according to
USA Today. But those who apply are
larger than ever.

Only 1.4 million people wear the mili-
tary uniform; 95 percent of those are
Reservists and National Guard troops.
So the number of full-time military
troops is small considering 300 million
people live in the U.S. So why the
shrinking military? One reason, more
Americans do not qualify. To be in the
best military in the world one must be
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in good medical shape, but two-thirds
of the 17- to 24-year-olds that volunteer
are disqualified. The number one rea-
son? They are overweight. We have too
many young people who are too big to
join up.

This Nation as a whole cannot con-
tinue to travel the ever-widening path
of obesity because large people don’t
fit into the military. As the size of the
military unfortunately trims down, the
waistline of those who apply continues
to grow.

Mr. Speaker, overweight kids have
become a national security issue.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

PENSION-KILLING BILL FALLS
SHORT

(Mr. TERRY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I am proud
today that we are going to take up a
bill to deny a Member who has been
convicted of bribery their pension.

Over a year ago, I introduced the
first bill to deny a Member a pension
when they have been convicted of a fel-
ony such as bribery. Two of my other
Republican colleagues stood with me at
that press conference and also sub-
mitted their own bills. It was actually
brought up for a vote last May, and
amazingly the Democratic leadership
in total voted against denying pensions
to Members of the House of Represent-
atives convicted of bribery, but yet we
stand here today with a new Member
introducing a bill that falls substan-
tially short.

And, by the way, I am happy that
this bill is coming to the floor. I really
believe it has been the unified pressure
of MARK STEVEN KIRK, JOHN SHADEGG,
and myself for the last year, including
the first day of the session this year, in
coming to the House floor and saying
we need this bill. That is the reason
that it is here today, even though we
are being denied our participation in
that process.

RECALL DESIGNEE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker of the House
of Representatives:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, January 22, 2007.
Hon. KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk of the House of Representatives, H-154,
The Capitol, Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM CLERK: Pursuant to House
Concurrent Resolution 1, and also for pur-
poses of such concurrent resolutions of the
current Congress as may contemplate my
designation of Members to act in similar cir-
cumstances, I hereby designate Representa-
tive Steny Hoyer of Maryland to act jointly
with the Majority Leader of the Senate or
his designee, in the event of my death or in-
ability, to notify the Members of the House
and the Senate, respectively, of any re-
assembly under any such concurrent resolu-
tion. In the event of the death or inability of
that designee, the alternate Members of the
House listed in the letter bearing this date
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that I have placed with the Clerk are des-
ignated, in turn, for the same purposes.
Sincerely,
NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

———
SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF NATIONAL MEN-

TORING MONTH 2007

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 29) sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National
Mentoring Month 2007.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 29

Whereas mentoring is a longstanding con-
cept in which a dependable adult provides
guidance, support, and encouragement to fa-
cilitate a young person’s social, emotional,
and cognitive development;

Whereas high-quality mentoring promotes
positive outcomes for young people, includ-
ing an increased sense of industry and com-
petency, a boost in academic performance
and self-esteem, and improved social and
communications skills;

Whereas research on mentoring shows that
participation in a high-quality mentoring re-
lationship successfully reduces the incidence
of risky behavior, delinquency, absenteeism,
and academic failure in young people;

Whereas mentoring, in addition to being
beneficial for those being mentored, is also
extremely rewarding for those serving as
mentors;

Whereas quality programs that encourage
young people to learn about mentoring and
to become mentors, such as programs that
recruit high school students to mentor
younger children, are important and have
the potential to create high-quality mentors
at an early age;

Whereas mentoring relationships have
grown dramatically in the past 15 years, now
reaching 3 million young Americans, because
of the remarkable creativity, vigor, and re-
sourcefulness of the thousands of mentoring
programs and millions of volunteer mentors
in communities throughout the Nation;

Whereas, in spite of the progress made to
increase mentoring, our Nation has a serious
“mentoring gap,” with nearly 15 million
young people currently in need of mentors;

Whereas a recent study confirmed that one
of the most critical challenges that men-
toring programs face is recruiting enough
mentors to help close the mentoring gap;

Whereas in December 2006, the President
designated January 2007 as National Men-
toring Month to call attention to the critical
role mentors play in helping young people
realize their potential;

Whereas the month-long celebration of
mentoring will encourage more individuals
and organizations, including schools, busi-
nesses, nonprofit organizations, faith insti-
tutions, and foundations, to become engaged
in mentoring across our Nation; and
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Whereas National Mentoring Month will
build awareness of mentoring and recruit
more individuals to become mentors, thus
helping close our Nation’s mentoring gap:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Mentoring Month;

(2) acknowledges the diligent efforts of in-
dividuals and groups who promote mentoring
and who are observing National Mentoring
Month with appropriate ceremonies and ac-
tivities to further promote awareness of and
volunteer involvement with youth men-
toring;

(3) recognizes with gratitude the contribu-
tions of the millions of caring adults and
students who are already volunteering as
mentors; and

(4) encourages more adults and students to
volunteer as mentors.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I request 5 legislative days during
which Members may insert material
relevant to House Resolution 29 into
the RECORD and to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to honor
those who make a difference in the
lives of our young people across the
United States. This January marks the
National Mentoring Month 2007, a
month-long event honoring those who
are mentors. This event also draws at-
tention to the great need for additional
volunteer mentors.

As we know, Mr. Speaker, many of
our children can become lost at an
early age without a responsible adult
to show them the way. Our children
need to know that somebody older
cares, and that is what mentoring is all
about, showing our kids that we care.
Unfortunately, many of our children do
not have such an adult in their lives,
and without a solid role model, the
consequences for our children can be
detrimental.

Mr. Speaker, a third of those enter-
ing high school do not graduate and
will face limited job prospects, accord-
ing to the Government Accountability
Office. This alarming statistic I think
would be lower if each one of these kids
had a solid mentor to stress the impor-
tance of education.

There is no substitute for a healthy
relationship with an adult. A caring
adult is one of the most important as-
pects of adolescent development. When
a responsible and reliable adult be-
comes a mentor, the benefits to the
mentee last a lifetime.

Another aspect of mentoring some-
times that we overlook are the vast
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benefits to the mentors themselves.
Helping a younger person find their
way can be extremely fulfilling, and
often those who become a mentor con-
tinue to volunteer throughout their
lives.

Chris Warren became a mentor to
Joshua Becerra in my hometown of
San Diego through the Big Brothers/
Big Sisters program in 1999. As a men-
tor, Chris taught Joshua the value of
education and encouraged him to study
hard in school. Joshua is now a student
at High Tech High School and has al-
ready visited UCLA, San Diego State
University and other campuses trying
to decide where to attend college.

As a role model, the relationship has
given Chris a healthier perspective on
what is important in life, that is, help-
ing others.

The relationship between Joshua and
Chris shows what a mentor can do for
a young person, and it also shows the
joy it can bring to the mentor.

Millions of adults nationwide have
similar relationships with children who
face problems at home or struggle at
school. Unfortunately, research shows
that about 15 million children across
the United States are in need of a good
role model.

This resolution calls on more adults
to make a difference in the lives of our
young people, and we in Congress also
need to heed this call. Federal pro-
grams that encourage mentoring need
our support. The Mentoring Children of
Prisoners program began in 2001 to pro-
vide guidance and friendship to chil-
dren with at least one incarcerated
parent. Funding for the program was
targeted for a 20 percent reduction for
the current fiscal year. Funding for a
number of mentoring programs
through the Department of Education
was targeted for considerable reduc-
tions as well. I urge my colleagues to
increase our support for these pro-
grams and to put a priority on men-
toring.

We must also encourage programs
that recruit young people to become
mentors to those who are younger. It is
these programs that will help create a
cycle of mentoring between the genera-
tions.

The bottom line: our children need
strong, responsible mentors.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
commend the millions of adults, and
there are millions of them out there,
who are mentoring our children, and
call on more adults to become role
models to those who are in need.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker,
for the opportunity to bring this reso-
lution to the House floor to call atten-
tion to this worthy cause on the occa-
sion of National Mentoring Month 2007.
I urge its passage today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 29, which cele-
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brates mentors who are positively im-
pacting the lives of young people and
highlights the need for additional men-
tors to make themselves available to
America’s youth.

I applaud Representative SUSAN
DAVIS’ continued efforts to draw atten-
tion and support to this very impor-
tant issue, and I appreciate her dedi-
cated leadership in this area.

Mentors give their time and energy
to improve the lives of American young
people who increasingly spend less
time with concerned adult role models.
According to the National Mentoring
Institute, young people with mentors
are roughly half as likely as those
without mentors to begin using illegal
drugs, 27 percent less likely to begin
using alcohol, and 50 percent less prone
to absenteeism from school. The posi-
tive effects of mentoring also include
the improvement of academic achieve-
ment, a reduction in violent behavior,
and a higher self-esteem.

In December 2006, President Bush
proclaimed January 2007 as National
Mentoring Month, giving public rec-
ognition to mentors who serve as role
models and provide quality involve-
ment and interaction in the lives of
America’s youth.
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As the President said, ‘‘Through
friendship and encouragement, mentors
can help prepare young Americans for
a hopeful future.”

By honoring mentors and mentoring
programs, we recognize the importance
of mentoring programs implemented in
our local schools and communities. We
also draw attention to the components
of a quality program, including appro-
priate screening of potential mentors
and careful matching of youth with
adults who have a genuine interest in
providing guidance and being exem-
plary role models.

Mentoring programs are varied and
unique. They can be school-based or
faith-based, and they may be estab-
lished through community organiza-
tions or corporate initiatives. I encour-
age people across the country to take
the time to discover what mentoring
programs exist in their communities
and see what they can do to help. Many
volunteers are needed to meet the
growing demand for mentors.

Again, I am pleased to recognize the
important work of mentors and the
quality mentoring programs, and I
urge Members to support this resolu-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, does the gentleman have any other
speakers on that side of the aisle?

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, there are no further speakers.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I really am pleased to be here on be-
half of this resolution today. I urge and
thank those who have continued to vol-
unteer as mentors in our communities
to continue on with those efforts, and I

H795

urge that those adults who have not
embarked on mentoring think about it
and join with some organizations that
could help them move forward and help
many of our young people who are in
the community today and who need
their help, their support and certainly
the caring that they bring.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in support of H. Res. 29, to sup-
port the goals and ideals of National Men-
toring Month. As Chair of the Congressional
Children’s Caucus, | would like to thank the
gentlewoman from California, Mrs. DAvis, for
introducing this bill to highlight the importance
of mentoring our youth.

Mr. Speaker, today many youth face temp-
tations that often lead them down destructive
paths and it is vitally important that we provide
guidance that helps them make good deci-
sions.

Mentors have been an integral part of soci-
ety for many years, dating back to Ancient
Greece. The Greek poet Homer wrote in the
Odyssey, that when Odysseus left to fight in
the Trojan War, he charged Mentor, his wise
old friend, with the task of caring for his son,
Telemachus, and teaching him wisdom. Since
then, the word mentor has come to mean a
wise and responsible tutor or an experienced
person who advises, guides, teaches, chal-
lenges, corrects, and serves as a model.

In our society today, mentors exist in many
different environments. There are mentors in
professional settings who guide apprentices by
teaching them how to effectively perform in
the workplace. There are mentors in academic
settings who guide students, teaching them
how to reach and maintain high scholastic
achievement. There are mentors in community
groups who guide their protégés through life
issues, teaching them how to be productive
citizens. There are mentors in spiritual and
church groups who advise others through their
spiritual growth. In all cases, they are very im-
portant and essential to the success of the
youth that they mentor.

Who needs mentors?

There are 35.2 million young people ages
10-18 in the U.S. today; of those young peo-
ple: 1 out of 4 lives with only one parent; 1 out
of 10 was born to teen parents; 1 out of 5
lives in poverty; 1 out of 10 will not finish high
school.

About half of young Americans—17.6 million
young people—want or need caring adult
mentors to help them succeed in life. Of those
17.6 million young people, only 2.5 million are
currently in formal mentoring relationships.

That leaves 15.1 million youth still in need
of formal mentoring relationships. We call this
our nation’s “mentoring gap.”

Mr. Speaker, imagine if every child had a
mentor—just one person whom they could
look up to and go to for advice and guidance.
Imagine how many young lives could be posi-
tively impacted. We could create the avenues
and encouragement to ensure that all of our
children receive the proper education. Too
many of our youth are not being properly ad-
vised and guided on the importance of getting
an education.

Mentors can help give those youth living in
poverty to strive towards a brighter future for
themselves. Every child could benefit from
having someone in his or her life to turn to for
advice and help in the time of need.

National research has shown that children
who have mentors are more confident in their
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academic performance, able to get along bet-
ter with their families, 46 percent less likely to
begin using illegal drugs, 27 percent less likely
to begin using alcohol and 52 percent less
likely to skip school. The positive relationships
and reinforcement that mentors provide is
clearly effective.

| applaud the efforts of the mentors in our
nation who encourage and motivate our youth
to realize their worth and become productive
citizens. | urge my colleagues to join me in
thanking and supporting them by passing this
resolution, H. Res. 29.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in support of H. Res. 29, which has been in-
troduced in recognition of the goals and ideals
of National Mentoring Month for 2007. Young
people today are confronted with many chal-
lenges in life. They can find the confidence to
overcome many of these challenges through a
mentor.

The benefits of a mentor are immeasurable.
We take this opportunity today through consid-
eration of this resolution to honor those men-
tors who unselfishly give of their time to en-
courage and support students across our
country. Mentors provide important guidance
and friendship to students and they serve as
positive role models in our community. Men-
tors listen and above all, they care.

Mentors leave an indelible imprint on our
minds and hearts. |, as well as many of my
colleagues, had mentors that helped us shape
our aspirations and achieve our goals. The
confidence and support that they provide is
something that every young person deserves.

Unfortunately, there are not enough mentors
for the millions of children who want or need
them. Currently, as this resolution notes, ap-
proximately 15 million young people are in
need of mentors across our country. As we
celebrate National Mentoring Month, let us
commit ourselves to raising awareness and to
promoting the rewards of mentoring for men-
tors, our children, our communities and our
country.

| also take this opportunity today to com-
mend the young people who participate in
mentoring programs. Their involvement in
mentoring partnerships demonstrates their
personal commitment to improve the lives of
others. Let us continue to encourage them by
providing additional opportunities and re-
sources to enhance and reinforce their men-
toring work. | urge my colleagues to vote in
favor of this resolution.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time,
and urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAvVIS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 29.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those voting have responded in the af-
firmative.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
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Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

—————

HONORING THE CONTRIBUTIONS
OF CATHOLIC SCHOOLS

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 51) hon-
oring the contributions of Catholic
schools.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 51

Whereas America’s Catholic schools are
internationally acclaimed for their academic
excellence, but provide students more than a
superior scholastic education;

Whereas Catholic schools ensure a broad,
values-added education emphasizing the life-
long development of moral, intellectual,
physical, and social values in America’s
young people;

Whereas the total Catholic school student
enrollment for the 2005-2006 academic year
was about 2,400,000 and the student-teacher
ratio was 15 to 1;

Whereas Catholic schools teach a diverse
group of students;

Whereas more than 27 percent of school
children enrolled in Catholic schools are
from minority backgrounds, and nearly 14
percent are non-Catholics;

Whereas Catholic schools produce students
strongly dedicated to their faith, values,
families, and communities by providing an
intellectually stimulating environment rich
in spiritual, character, and moral develop-
ment;

Whereas in the 1972 pastoral message con-
cerning Catholic education, the National
Conference of Catholic Bishops stated: ‘“‘Edu-
cation is one of the most important ways by
which the Church fulfills its commitment to
the dignity of the person and building of
community. Community is central to edu-
cation ministry, both as a necessary condi-
tion and an ardently desired goal. The edu-
cational efforts of the Church, therefore,
must be directed to forming persons-in-com-
munity; for the education of the individual
Christian is important not only to his soli-
tary destiny, but also the destinies of the
many communities in which he lives.”’; and

Whereas January 28 to February 3, 2007,
has been designated as Catholic Schools
Week by the National Catholic Educational
Association and the United States Con-
ference of Catholic Bishops: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals of Catholic Schools
Week, an event co-sponsored by the National
Catholic Educational Association and the
United States Conference of Catholic
Bishops and established to recognize the
vital contributions of America’s thousands
of Catholic elementary and secondary
schools; and

(2) congratulates Catholic schools, stu-
dents, parents, and teachers across the Na-
tion for their ongoing contributions to edu-
cation, and for the key role they play in pro-
moting and ensuring a brighter, stronger fu-
ture for this Nation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.
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Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I request 5 legislative days during
which Members may insert material
relevant to H. Res. 51 into the RECORD
and to revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Without
objection, Mr. Speaker, I yield the bal-
ance of my time to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) and request that
he control the balance of my time.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Res. 51 honoring National Catho-
lic Schools Week and the tremendous
contributions that Catholic schools
make to our country. Since 1974,
Catholic Schools Week has celebrated
the important role that these institu-
tions play in America and their excel-
lent reputation for providing a strong
academic and moral education, as well
as teaching community responsibility
and outreach.

I am proud to sponsor this resolution
as my first resolution of this new Con-
gress, and I would also like to thank
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
FossSELLA) for his work on this resolu-
tion. Unfortunately Mr. FOSSELLA
today has been unable to make it. He is
stuck in New York today. But he would
like to be here also to speak of his sup-
port for this resolution on Catholic
Schools Week.

This year’s theme of Catholic
Schools Week is ‘‘Catholic Schools:
The Good News in Education.” This
theme has multiple meanings for
Catholic schools. At the center of
Catholic education is the ‘“Good News”
or Gospel of Jesus and salvation. Jesus
taught love and service. And the his-
tory of Catholic schools reveals an on-
going emphasis on the Gospel values of
reaching out and serving others.

But the ‘‘good news” in Catholic edu-
cation is also the news of success in
shaping the lives of so many young
men and women. Nationally about 2.4
million young people are enrolled in
nearly 8,000 Catholic schools. These
schools have more than 160,000 full-
time professional staff, boasting a stu-
dent/teacher ratio of 15:1. On average,
Catholic school students surpass other
students in math, science and reading
in the three grade levels of the NAPT
test. The graduation rate for all Catho-
lic high school students is 95 percent,
and 83 percent of Catholic high school
graduates go on to college. These are
amazing statistics in America today.

Catholic schools are also highly ef-
fective in educating minority students
and disadvantaged youth. The percent-
age of minority students in Catholic
schools has more than doubled in the
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past 30 years, today representing more
than one-quarter of all those enrolled.
And almost one in seven students in
Catholic schools is not Catholic. The
success of Catholic schools does not
just come from selectivity. On average,
Catholic schools accept about nine out
of every 10 students who apply.

One of the reasons for the ‘‘good
news’’ of Catholic schools is that in ad-
dition to learning reading, writing and
arithmetic, students also learn respon-
sibility and how to become persons of
character and integrity.

Community service is a priority in
Catholic schools; 94 percent of schools
have a service program, with the aver-
age student completing 79 hours of
service.

I was born, raised and lived in the
Chicago Archdiocese, which has one of
the most successful school systems in
the country. Today more than 106,000
students attend 276 schools. In my dis-
trict alone there are five Catholic high
schools and 34 grammar schools, in-
cluding one of the best in my home
parish of St. John of the Cross.

The success of students in arch-
diocesan schools is phenomenal, with
the high schools having an amazing
graduation rate of over 99 percent, and
95 percent of graduates from Catholic
schools go on to college. This is cer-
tainly a record to be proud of.

My wife and I are each products of 12
years of Catholic education. My wife in
Johnstown, Pennsylvania, at St. Pat-
rick’s Grade School and Bishop
McCourt High School; myself in Chi-
cago at St. Symphorosa Grammar
School and St. Ignatius College Prep.
Like so many others, I understand how
important Catholic schools are in pro-
viding a spiritual, moral and intellec-
tual foundation. My 12 years of Catho-
lic education provide me with the
knowledge, discipline, desire to serve,
and a love of learning that enabled me
to go on to earn my Ph.D. and become
a teacher before I was elected to Con-
gress.

As we recognize Catholic Schools
Week, we must pay special tribute to
the dedicated teachers and administra-
tors who sacrifice so much, usually
getting paid much less than they could
to dedicate their lives to teaching at
Catholic schools. I have fond memories
of my teachers, who taught me not
only the value of a good education, but
also the values of faith and service. Al-
though it was 35 years ago that I start-
ed school, I can still fondly remember
all my teachers, from first grade, Sis-
ter Mildred; second grade, Miss Ivers;
and on and on. And I will never forget
Sister Diane, my coach on the Student
Congress in high school. And to this
day, when I speak to a crowd, I always
remember her sitting there nodding her
approval as I gave my speeches, as I
was a nervous young Kkid in high
school. Millions of other Americans
have similar memories of teachers who
gave their heart and soul and made
such a big difference in the lives of
their students.
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Mr. Speaker, as an important com-
plement to public schools and other
private institutions, Catholic schools
contribute a great deal to America.
They have made a big difference in my
life and in the lives of countless others.
As Father William Davis, Interim Sec-
retary for the Conference of TU.S.
Catholic Bishops, said, ‘“‘High achieve-
ment rates, high retention rates, high
moral values, and high student and
parent satisfaction are the distinctive
marks of a Catholic school. That’s the
good news and we want to share it.”

For this good news, America’s Catho-
lic schools deserve our praise and our
support, and to share our praise and
support, I urge my colleagues to pass
this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 51, offered by the
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. DAN LiI-
PINSKI. This resolution increases the
awareness of Catholic education while
honoring the contributions of Amer-
ica’s Catholic schools. They are dedi-
cated to not only educating their stu-
dents academically, but to developing
their moral, intellectual, physical and
social values.

January 28 through February 3, 2007,
is Catholic Schools Week, an annual
tradition in its 33rd year and jointly
sponsored by the National Catholic
Education Association and the United
States Conference of Catholic Bishops.
The purpose of this resolution and
Catholic Schools Week is to celebrate
the vital role Catholic elementary and
secondary schools play in providing a
values-added education with high
standards of quality and excellence to
millions of children in America.

As President George W. Bush has
noted, Catholic educators share the
basic conviction that every child can
learn, which is the grounding principle
behind the No Child Left Behind Act.

Catholic schools have also played a
vital role in the gulf coast’s path to re-
covery after Hurricanes Katrina and
Rita. They worked as quickly as pos-
sible to reenroll their students, while
also opening their doors to thousands
of public school students displaced by
the storm.

Catholic schools continue to dem-
onstrate their faith in every student
and commitment to excellence with
overwhelming results. According to the
U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops,
Catholic schools have a greater than 99
percent graduation rate, and about 97
percent of Catholic high school grad-
uates go on to postsecondary training
at 4-year colleges, community colleges,
or technical schools.

I know firsthand of the significance
of Catholic schools in that my new
daughter-in-law, Jennifer Miskewicz
Wilson of Fairfield, New Jersey, was in-
fluenced by a Catholic education.

I appreciate the great work being
done by Catholic schools, their admin-
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istrators and teachers, as well as their
parents and volunteers. Catholic
schools carry out their servant mission
by building the academic achievement,
character and values of their students.
I commend my colleague from Illinois
for introducing this resolution, and I
urge my colleagues to support it.

I would like to congratulate and
thank Mrs. DAVIS and Mr. LIPINSKI for
their leadership on the past two resolu-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I just wanted to say in closing that
I thank the gentleman from South
Carolina, that I thank Mr. LIPINSKI,
the gentleman from Illinois as well, for
speaking out so eloquently on the crit-
ical role that Catholic schools play in
our society today.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of H. Res. 51 to honor the contributions of
Catholic Schools to our nation’s educational
system. Too many children in our country are
not getting the education they need and de-
serve. Catholic schools provide many students
with a wonderful education and, in many
cases, a quality alternative to overburdened
public schools.

| am grateful for the work of the 39 Catholic
schools that are run by the Diocese of Bridge-
port which is based in Connecticut's Fourth
Congressional District, and serves 10,988 stu-
dents from diverse backgrounds. These
schools offer elementary and secondary edu-
cation, as well as after-school programs. They
present students with an alternative to public
schools, and provide a strong sense of faith
and discipline.

| commend the teachers, administrators,
students and parents for their role in Catholic
education, and the key role they play in cre-
ating a brighter, better educated nation.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of House Resolution 657,
which has been offered by Mr. LIPINSKI from |I-
linois. | thank my colleague for introducing this
resolution honoring Catholic Schools Week,
2007.

Catholic Schools Week is an annual na-
tional celebration of the important role that
Catholic elementary and secondary schools
across the country play in providing quality
education for American youth. The mission of
these institutions—to build solid foundations
for lives of confidence, faith, and service—has
had a tremendous impact in shaping family
values and community life across the country,
and particularly in my community in Western
New York.

Beginning the last Sunday in January, the
nation’s nearly 8,000 Catholic schools will cel-
ebrate Catholic Schools Week, Jan. 28
through Feb. 3. This year’s theme is “Catholic
Schools: the Good News in Education” and fo-
cuses on the role Catholic Schools play both
in educating students and teaching them the
value of virtues such as integrity and dignity.
Through education and community service,
Catholic schools produce students strongly
dedicated to their faith, values, families and
communities by providing an intellectually
stimulating environment rich in spiritual, char-
acter, and moral development.

Together, more 160,000 Catholic school
teachers nationwide teach 2.4 million students,
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of which more than 27 percent are from minor-
ity backgrounds and nearly 14 percent are
non-Catholics. An astounding 99 percent of
these students will graduate, and 97 percent
of those graduates go on to college. As these
students become adults, their intelligence and
character will benefit communities in Western
New York and throughout the nation.

In my hometown of Buffalo, neighborhoods
are often known by the names of their Catho-
lic Schools and Parishes, and the many fami-
lies that are active in Catholic schools are en-
riched by the values they espouse. Indeed, |
have spent my life as a first-hand witness to
the beneficial work of Catholic schools. My
mother was a teacher at Our Lady of Per-
petual Help, and my two children, John and
Maeve, attend Catholic School in South Buf-
falo. My family and | are personally grateful for
the contributions that America’s Catholic
schools have been making to families like
ours, and American society at large, for more
than four centuries.

| thank the National Catholic Educational
Association and the United States Conference
of Catholic Bishops for cosponsoring this
week-long event.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to join with my
colleagues in supporting this resolution, and |
thank my colleague Mr. LIPINSKI for his leader-
ship on this issue.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rlse today in support of H. Res. 51, which
honors the contributions of Catholic schools.
Catholic schools not only ensure that their stu-
dents are equipped with a superior scholastic
education, but also emphasizes the moral,
physical, intellectual and social development
of America’s youth. This bill honors and sup-
ports the goals of Catholic Schools Week, an
event co-sponsored by the National Catholic
Education Association and the United States
Conference of Catholic Bishops.

Education is a very important value that
should be emphasized to American young
people. This bill congratulates Catholic
schools, students, parents, and teachers for
their role in ensuring that American students
remain competitive in a global marketplace
while emphasizing their character develop-
ment.

| commend Congressman LIPINSKI for spon-
soring this bill which promotes and encour-
ages education. Education is the pathway to a
better future and an American ideal is for stu-
dents of every background and race to have
the opportunity to access equal education.
Catholic schools have strived to maintain di-
versity with more than 27 percent of school
children enrolled in Catholic schools from mi-
nority backgrounds.

Supporting this bill sends a message that
we care about the education of American stu-
dents. Not only do Catholic schools educate
Catholic youth, but 14 percent of those chil-
dren who attend Catholic schools are non-
Catholic. We must keep in mind that Catholic
schools educate America’s young people and
ensure that they have a brighter future. Catho-
lic schools have ensured that they are well
equipped to face the rigorous challenges after
graduation while contributing to their character
development and helping to raise responsible
citizens who give back to our communities and
the world.

Thus | strongly urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting and honoring the contribu-
tions of Catholic schools.
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Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, | stand here in sup-
port of H. Res 51, a resolution that honors the
contributions of Catholic schools.

As we get ready to celebrate Catholic
Schools week, it's important to highlight and
celebrate the contributions of the nearly 8,000
Catholic schools that exist in our Nation.

Catholic education has long been character-
ized by a commitment to high and appropriate
standards in all aspects of its educational mis-
sion.

The history of Catholic schooling embodies
a constant effort to promote academic excel-
lence for a diverse group of students in an en-
vironment permeated by religious values and
beliefs.

Aside from America’s Catholic schools being
internationally acclaimed for their academic
excellence, catholic school students also learn
responsibility, and how to become persons of
character and integrity.

Father William Davis of the United States
Conference of Catholic Bishops said, “High
achievement rates, high retention rates, high
moral values and high student and parent sat-
isfaction are the distinctive marks of a Catholic
school.”

In my district and the surrounding areas,
Catholic education is rather prevalent. The
San Bernardino diocese contains at least 32
Elementary schools and 2 High schools. A
new Preparatory high school is also in the
works for the Coachella Valley area.

Catholic schools foster a sense of commu-
nity. They encourage their students to be lov-
ing family members; and to be responsible
adults within the workplace, as leaders of the
world and as inhibitors of their communities.

| commend Catholic schools for holding high
educational standards, instilling good moral
values, and community sentiments.

Let us recognize and honor the valuable
traits Catholic schools possess.

| urge the rest of Congress to stand with
me, and support H. Res. 51.

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today as an original co-
sponsor and in strong support of House Reso-
lution 51, “Honoring the Contributions of
Catholic Schools.”

As a product of Saint Anselm and Arch-
bishop Ryan, | know the vital role that Catholic
schools, students, parents, and teachers play
towards building a stronger nation. | know that
| would not be here today without the guid-
ance of Sister McFadden, the assistance of
Ms. Erwin, or the countless other teachers,
priests and nuns who helped shaped me into
the man | am today.

Our Catholic schools instill a strong sense
of community and service in their students:
service to our God, to our families, to our
towns and cities. And it is this spirit of service
that leads so many to strengthen our commu-
nities: in our hospitals, schools, businesses
and even in these halls of Congress.

President John F. Kennedy, the first and
only Catholic President—and one of my polit-
ical heroes—said: “With a good conscience
our only sure reward, with history the final
judge of our deeds, let us go forth to lead the
land we love, asking His blessing and His
help, but knowing that here on earth God's
work must truly be our own.”

Mr. Speaker, though | have not been in this
Chamber long, | have relied on the lessons |
learned in the classrooms of St. Anselm and
Archbishop Ryan to do what | believe is right.
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And | am honored that in the first 100 hours
of the 110th Congress we have passed bills to
lift millions out of poverty by raising the min-
imum wage and to protect our environment by
investing in alternative energy.

But Mr. Speaker, the commitment to justice,
peace and service taught in Catholic schools
resonates far outside this chamber and is felt
in countless, yet tangible ways in every comer
of the nation. And it is only through everyday
men and women simply trying, as President
Kennedy so eloquently stated, to make God’s
work their own, is America the nation it is
today.

That is why Mr. Speaker, as a proud former
student of Catholic schools, | urge my fellow
representatives to support this resolution hon-
oring the contributions of these fine institutions
to our communities and Nation.

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, | want to ex-
tend my sincere gratitude to Catholic Schools
not only in my Home Congressional District of
Staten Island and Brooklyn, but also the entire
nation as we honored Catholic Schools Week
from January 28-February 3, 2007.

America’s Catholic schools educate nearly
2.5 million students a year, providing the na-
tion’s young men and women with a broad
academic background emphasizing the lifelong
development of moral, intellectual physical and
social values.

Catholic school initiatives that reach out to
disadvantaged young people have touched a
diverse group of students who sometimes find
themselves trapped in underachieving schools.
It is not surprising to me that more than 27
percent of Catholic school students are from
minority groups and nearly 14 percent are
non-Catholics. Parents recognize the impor-
tance of a quality education and are willing to
sacrifice to ensure their children have every
opportunity to succeed in the world.

Catholic Schools Week pays tribute to the
dedication, character, compassion, and values
that embody Catholic education in this coun-
try. | believe it is important to recognize the
outstanding contributions Catholic Schools
make in our country today. Their commitment
to the educational standards and values en-
sure our children will have the right moral
framework to help lead our great Nation in the
future.

| would like to recognize all Catholic
Schools in the 13th Congressional District of
New York: Academy of St. Dorothy, Blessed
Sacrament, Holy Rosary, Immaculate Concep-
tion, Notre Dame Academy, Monsignor Farrell
High School, Moore Catholic School, Mother
Francciska, Notre Dame Academy Elemen-
tary, Our Lady of Good Counsel, Our Lady
Help of Christians, OL Mount Carme/St.
Benedicta, Our Lady Queen of Peace, Our
Lady Star of the Sea, Sacred Heart, St.
Adalbert, St. Ann, St. Charles, St. Christopher,
St. Clare, St. John Villa Academy, St. Joseph,
St. Joseph by the Sea High School, St. Jo-
seph Hill Academy, St. Joseph-St. Thomas,
St. Margaret Mary, St. Mary, St. Patrick, St.
Paul, St. Peter's Boys, St. Peter's Girls, St.
Peter's Elementary, St. Rita, St. Roch, St. Syl-
vester, Seton Foundation For Learning, St. Te-
resa, Most Precious Blood, Fontbonne Hall
Academy, Our Lady of Angels, Our Lady of
Grace, Our Lady of Guadalupe, St. Anselm,
St. Bernadette, St. Ephrem, St. Finbar, St.
Frances Cabrini, St. Patrick School, Sts.
Simon & Jude, Visitation Academy, Xavarian
High School, Xavarian Genesis Program.
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Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of H. Res. 51, a resolution to recognize our
Nation’s Catholic schools and honor their im-
portant contributions to our students and our
communities. | thank the gentleman from |Illi-
nois, Mr. LIPINSKI, for offering this important
measure.

Roughly 2.3 million students attend more
than 7,500 U.S. Catholic schools—more than
one-fourth of them minority students. Year in
and year out, these schools have made re-
markable contributions to our Nation’s intellec-
tual growth. For example, on average, ninety-
five percent of Catholic school students grad-
uate, with eight out of every ten of Catholic
high school graduates going on to pursue a
higher education.

While these schools are widely-known for
their academic excellence, their contributions
go far behind grade point average and grad-
uation rates. Rather, Catholic schools also
emphasize the moral, physical, and social val-
ues of our Nation’s young people. And for
that, their contributions simply cannot be
quantified.

Next week, our nation’s Catholic schools,
their students, and their families will be mark-
ing Catholic Schools Week for the 33rd year.
Catholic Schools Week celebrates the quality
of the education available to all students in
Catholic grade schools and high schools
across the U.S., and we wish them all the best
during their celebration.

As we prepare to reauthorize the No Child
Left Behind Act and continue to work to close
the achievement gap between disadvantaged
students and their more fortunate peers, we
also should recognize that if it weren’t for our
nation’s Catholic schools and the dedicated
teachers who serve them, the achievement
gap today would be even wider.

With this in mind, Mr. Speaker, | strongly
support this resolution to honor Catholic
schools, students, parents, and teachers for
their ongoing contributions to education, as
well as for the key role they play in promoting
and ensuring a brighter, stronger future for our
Nation.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | express my
strong support for House Resolution 51 of-
fered by Mr. LIPINSKI of lllinois. As both a
Catholic and product of Catholic schools, | am
proud to be an original cosponsor of this reso-
lution which recognizes January 28th to Feb-
ruary 3rd, 2007, as Catholic Schools Week.

Connecticut’s Second Congressional District
is home to nearly 30 Catholic elementary and
secondary schools. From the southeastern
corner of the district in Pawcatuck and Saint
Michael’'s School, to the district's northwestern
corner and the Enfield Montessori School,
Catholic schools are an important part of the
fabric of education in eastern Connecticut. The
Archdiocese of Hartford and Diocese of Nor-
wich deserve credit for making its schools ac-
cessible throughout the State.

As a graduate of Northwest Catholic High
School in West Hartford, Connecticut, | know
firsthand the academic rigor and discipline that
Catholic schools demand. They provide their
students with strong scholastic backgrounds
and prepare them for life’s many moral chal-
lenges.

Catholic schools deserve recognition for
their contributions to our country. Today more
than 2.4 million students are enrolled in
Catholic schools, and 27 percent of those stu-
dents are from minority backgrounds. Further-
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more, Catholic schools emphasize strong
community development and service. In my
hometown of Vernon, Connecticut, students at
St. Joseph School and St. Bernard school are
active in the community visiting nursing homes
and collecting money and clothes for the less
fortunate.

| thank the National Catholic Educational
Association and the United States Conference
of Catholic Bishops for designating January
28th to February 3rd, 2007 as Catholic
Schools Week. And | thank Mr. LIPINSKI for of-
fering this important resolution. The country’s
Catholic schools are certainly meritorious of
such recognition.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in strong support of H. Res. 51, a resolution
to honor the contributions of Catholic schools.
This timely resolution comes before us during
the annual commemoration of Catholic
Schools Week, and just days before the Na-
tional Appreciation Day for Catholic Schools
on Wednesday, January 24, 2007. This year’s
theme, “Catholic Schools: The Good News in
Education” accurately describes the positive
contribution Catholic schools have made to
providing children with quality education within
the United States and throughout the world.

The work of the National Catholic Edu-
cational Association and the United States
Conference of Catholic Bishops toward coordi-
nating Catholic Schools Week and toward
raising general awareness of the contributions
Catholic schools have made to our commu-
nities is commendable. Together, their efforts
have ensured that Catholic Schools Week has
remained a success since its inception in
1974.

Catholic schools have fulfilled an important
role in this country. The advent of Catholic
schools in this country can be traced back as
far as 1606, when the priests from the Fran-
ciscan order opened a school in Florida.
Today, Catholic schools offer comprehensive
programs and educational, spiritual, and moral
guidance to approximately 2,400,000 students
at nearly 8,000 schools across the United
States.

The number of racial and ethnic minority
students enrolled in Catholic schools in the
United States has more than doubled in the
past 30 years. Racial and ethnic minority stu-
dents now comprise 27 percent of the student
population at Catholic schools. These statistics
are evidence of the commitment to diversity
fostered by Catholic schools in the United
States. Catholic schools are also known for
their academic excellence. Catholic secondary
schools in the United States graduate 99 per-
cent of their students, 97 percent of which go
on to attend college.

| represent Guam. The Roman Catholic
Church has long been an intrinsic part of
Guam’s culture. In fact, Padre Diego Luis de
San Vitores, a Spanish Jesuit missionary, es-
tablished a mission in the village of Agania in
1665. Guam’s population is approximately 85
percent Roman Catholic. The positive influ-
ence of the Roman Catholic Church on Guam
is evidenced as a result its service to the
needy, its dedication to the community, and its
education of our youth.

In 1946, Bishop Appollinaris Baumgartner,
recognizing the need for quality education on
Guam, invited the Sisters of Mercy from North
Carolina to Guam. The Sisters of Mercy estab-
lished The Academy of Our Lady. The Acad-
emy of Our Lady became the first all girls’
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Catholic high school on Guam and continues
to educate young women today. Three years
later, Bishop Baumgartner invited the School
Sisters of Notre Dame to Guam. The School
Sisters of Notre Dame founded Notre Dame
High School, which continues today to provide
high-quality Catholic education to young men
and women on Guam. Father Duenas Memo-
rial High School is named in honor of the cou-
rageous Father Jesus Baza Duenas, who was
executed by the Imperial Japanese forces oc-
cupying Guam during the Second World War
for refusing to betray the location of an Amer-
ican sailor hiding on our island. Father Duenas
Memorial High School continues his legacy of
courage and integrity. All three of these
Catholic high schools offer rigorous curricula
to prepare students for college while instilling
strong moral values and an understanding of
the Catholic faith.

Archbishop Felixberto Camacho Flores,
Guam’s first Chamorro Bishop, continued
Bishop Baumgartner's legacy of shaping the
character of Guam’s faithful by promoting
Catholic education opportunities on our island.
Under Archbishop Flores’s leadership, the
number of Catholic schools serving the people
of Guam increased, education programs ex-
panded, and school facilities were modern-
ized. In addition to these three Catholic high
schools, Guam is home to four nursery
schools, six elementary schools, and six mid-
dle schools that teach the Catholic faith in ad-
dition to other academic curriculum. Our com-
munity knows well the contributions that
Catholic schools make toward providing a
quality educating to our children.

Catholic schools on Guam and around the
country excel in their mission of providing
quality and character education to children.
Their influence has helped form socially re-
sponsible and morally upright graduates who
possess the skills, character traits and com-
passion that help produce good citizens and
effective community leaders. On this occasion
of the 33rd annual Catholic Schools Week, |
recognize and commend the Catholic schools
on Guam and throughout the country for their
commitment to instilling the principles of aca-
demic excellence, strong moral values, and a
dedication to and fulfillment of Catholic ideals
in our children’s daily lives. In particular | rec-
ognize in a very special way all of the admin-
istrators, the faculty, the staff, the students,
the parents, and their families of the greater
Catholic School community on Guam. Their
work is a testament to the strength of Catholic
education on Guam. | also recognize the un-
failing leadership of Archbishop Anthony
Sablan Apuron, OFM Cap., D.D., the Metro-
politan Archbishop of the Archdiocese of
Agana, and Ms. Cynthia S. Agbulos, the Su-
perintendent of Catholic Schools for the Arch-
diocese of Agana.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
Davis) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 51.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those voting have responded in the af-
firmative.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

0 1430

CONGRATULATING ILLINOIS
STATE UNIVERSITY

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 57) con-
gratulating Illinois State University as
it celebrates its sesquicentennial.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 57

Whereas Illinois State University marks
its sesquicentennial with a year-long cele-
bration, beginning with Founder’s Day on
February 15, 2007;

Whereas Illinois State Normal University
was founded by Jesse W. Fell in 1857 as Illi-
nois’ first public university and was estab-
lished as a teacher education institution;

Whereas Abraham Lincoln, then an attor-
ney, drafted the bond that guaranteed that
the citizens of Bloomington, Illinois, would
fulfill pledges to finance the University;

Whereas more than 2,000 staff members
provide outstanding support to the edu-
cational mission of Illinois State University;
and

Whereas Illinois State University has more
than 165,000 alumni living around the world:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives congratulates Illinois State University
as it celebrates its sesquicentennial.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. DAVIS) and the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I request 5 legislative days during
which Members may insert material
relevant to House Resolution 57 into
the RECORD and to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in full sup-
port of House Resolution 57, a resolu-
tion congratulating Illinois State Uni-
versity on 150 years of educating stu-
dents.

Illinois State Normal University was
founded in 1857 as Illinois’ first public
university and opened with an enroll-
ment of just 43 students. The univer-
sity’s very beginnings were touched by
history. Four years prior to his elec-
tion as President, Abraham Lincoln
himself drafted the original bond guar-
anteeing that the citizens of Bloom-
ington, Illinois, would finance Illinois
State.

Originally established as a teachers’
college, Illinois State University now
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offers undergraduate degrees in more
than 160 fields of study and 39 graduate
programs.

In 2005, the university enrolled more
than 20,000 students, and 83 percent of
its new freshmen students were in the
top half of their high school graduating
class.

Public colleges, as we know, provide
a great service by offering affordable
options of higher education and en-
couraging access for minority and low-
income students. This role is increas-
ingly important as the cost of attend-
ing college continues to increase.

Illinois State University has em-
bodied this spirit of access to higher
education in public service. It is not
more clear than in its mission state-
ment. And that mission statement
reads: ‘“We devote all of our resources
and energy to creating the most sup-
portive and productive community pos-
sible to serve the citizens of Illinois
and beyond.”

Illinois State University has grad-
uated many notable alumni who have
given back to the university, the State
of Illinois, and this country in so many
ways. There are an estimated 155,000 I1-
linois State University alumni living
around the world, and many of these
students have gone on to great accom-
plishments, including Thomas Edison’s
State College president George Pruitt;
two-time Academy Award nominee
John Malkovich; and former U.N. Am-
bassador for the U.S., Donald McHenry.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Illinois
State University on 150 years of service
to their students and alumni, the State
of Illinois, and the Nation.

I urge my colleagues to resoundingly
pass this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
House Resolution 57, a resolution con-
gratulating Illinois State, as it cele-
brates on February 15 its 1560th anniver-
sary of its founding. I would like to
thank my good friend, Mr. WELLER of
Illinois, for introducing this resolution
and recognizing the important role Illi-
nois State University plays in edu-
cating the citizens of Illinois and many
other States in the Nation.

With more than 20,000 students, Illi-
nois State University is a large-scale
university with a small-college feel. Of
the 20,000 students, there are 3,000 stu-
dents enrolled in graduate degree pro-
grams. In addition to a number of grad-
uate certificates, Illinois State offers
63 undergraduate programs and over 47
master’s degrees, specialist and doc-
toral degree programs.

Illinois State University has been
ranked as one of the 100 best values in
public education by Kiplinger’s Per-
sonal Finance magazine. ISU actually
jumped four spots, from 83 to 79, in
Kiplinger’s newest edition and was
only one of two State schools to make
the list.

Sixty-six percent of Illinois State
University students receive financial
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aid, and the school has a low default
rate of 2 percent, well under the na-
tional default rate of 4.5 percent.

Illinois State also recognizes the im-
portance of educating students to be-
come good teachers. Founded by Jesse
Fell in 1847, Illinois State was the first
public university in Illinois and was
quickly established as a teachers’ edu-
cation institution.

Now, 150 years later, the university is
the second largest producer of teacher
education degrees in the country. In
fact one in seven Illinois teachers holds
a degree from Illinois State. Mr.
Speaker, Illinois State University is a
remarkable institution, and I would
like to congratulate all of those stu-
dents, the alumni and past and present
employees on all that they have ac-
complished over the past 150 years.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. LIPINSKI).

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of this resolution hon-
oring Illinois State University on its
150th anniversary. I thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) for
sponsoring this resolution.

I want to add my voice as a Rep-
resentative who has many hundreds of
students and alumni from Illinois
State University. I want to congratu-
late all of those associated with the
university through those 150 years.

With all of the years of success that
they have had, it is a great value, a
great part of our public university sys-
tem in the State of Illinois. As a
former college professor, I understand
the importance of an education. I know
how difficult it is today, especially, to
pay for education. Schools like Illinois
State give the opportunity for students
in Illinois to get a great education at a
great value and allow them to pursue
so many things as they move forward.

So today I just want to congratulate
the students, the alumni, the teachers,
the administrators, everyone at Illinois
State University on their 150th anni-
versary.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER),
the author of this resolution.

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in strong support of H.
Res. b7, a resolution honoring and con-
gratulating Illinois State University
on its upcoming 150th-year anniver-
sary. I introduced this resolution with
my good friend and colleague, Con-
gressman TIM JOHNSON, with the sup-
port of the Illinois delegation.

I am proud to note that the Illinois
State University campus is located in
the 11th Congressional District which I
have the privilege of representing.

On February 15, Illinois State Uni-
versity will start a year-long celebra-
tion marking the day that the founder,
Jesse W. Fell, took up the campaign of
creating the first public institution of
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higher education in Illinois and having
it housed in the Bloomington-Normal
area.

In February of 1857, then-Governor
William Bissell signed a bill, legisla-
tion creating Normal University, and
established the board of education for
the State of Illinois as its governing
body. After Jesse Fell secured financial
backing totaling $141,000, future Presi-
dent Abraham Lincoln, then acting as
attorney for the board, drew up the
bond guaranteeing that Bloomington’s
citizens would fulfill their financial
commitments.

Established originally as a teacher
education institution, then known as
Illinois State Normal University, it has
developed into a multipurpose univer-
sity, recognized around the world with
degree programs in the bachelor’s,
master’s and doctoral levels.

Currently, approximately 20,000 un-
dergraduates and post-graduate stu-
dents attend the university, supported
by an outstanding university staff of
3,200 employees.

I would also note that ISU today ben-
efits from the support of over 65,000
alumni living and working around the
world.

My colleagues today have shared
much about Illinois State University,
but here is a few little-known facts.
The model for student teaching that
today is used nationwide was invented
by Illinois State Normal University
teacher Cecilla Lauby, who today is 94
years old and still lives in the town of
Normal.

One of every eight teachers in Illinois
graduated from Illinois State Univer-
sity. Illinois State University’s insur-
ance program is so popular and re-
spected that Lloyd’s of London sends it
executives each year for management
training. And as others have noted, Il-
linois State University has made the
Kiplinger list for the 100 top univer-
sities in public education three
straight times.

Illinois State’s physic’s program is
ranked as one of the top in the coun-
try. Illinois State’s first president,
Charles Hovey, recruited a regimen of
teachers to fight in the Civil War.

Illinois State is also the home of the
Gamma Phi Circus, the oldest colle-
giate circus in the United States,
which was founded in 1929. That circus
today is one of two collegiate circuses
in the United States.

Finally, I would note that Watterson
Towers dormitory on Illinois State
University, is considered one of the
tallest college dormitories in the world
and is the tallest structure between the
cities of Chicago and the City of St.
Louis.

Illinois State University has been a
model for higher education institutions
around this country over the last 150
years. I would like to note a very good
friend of mine, Illinois State Univer-
sity’s current president, Dr. Al Bow-
man, and congratulate him, his great
staff and all of those affiliated with II-
linois State University as they mark
this great achievement.
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Illinois State University has been a
model for higher education institutions
around this Nation for the last 150
years. I wish them all the best in their
year-long celebration. I also want to
thank the chairman of the committee,
Chairman MILLER, and Ranking Mem-
ber McKEON for allowing this bill to
make it to the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I ask all of my col-
leagues to join me in wishing Illinois
State University congratulations as it
marks its 150th anniversary.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers and would close
with just urging all my colleagues to
support this bill, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank my colleagues from the
great State of Illinois representing this
resolution, celebrating 150 years of I1li-
nois State University, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAvVIS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 57.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those voting have responded in the af-
firmative.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

————

PAYING TRIBUTE TO REVEREND
WAITSTILL SHARP AND MARTHA
SHARP FOR THEIR HEROIC EF-
FORTS TO SAVE JEWS DURING
THE HOLOCAUST

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 52) paying tribute to
Reverend Waitstill Sharp and Martha
Sharp for their recognition by the Yad
Vashem Holocaust Martyrs’ and He-
roes’ Remembrance Authority as
Righteous Among the Nations for their
heroic efforts to save Jews during the
Holocaust.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 52

Whereas, on June 13, 2006, the Yad Vashem
Holocaust Martyrs’ and Heroes’ Remem-
brance Authority in Israel, an organization
dedicated to preserving the memory of Holo-
caust victims, honored the Reverend
Waitstill Sharp, and his wife, Martha Sharp,
posthumously as ‘‘Righteous Among the Na-
tions’’ for risking their lives to save Jews
during the Holocaust;

Whereas the Sharps had to leave their 2-
yvear-old daughter and 6-year-old son in the
care of family and congregants in Wellesley,
Massachusetts, to answer a call from leaders
of the American Unitarian Association to go
to Czechoslovakia in February 1939 to pro-
vide humanitarian assistance for the tens of
thousands of refugees crowding into Prague;
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Whereas Martha Sharp was a social worker
trained at the Jane Addams Hull House, a
community service organization in Chicago,
Illinois, and the Reverend Waitstill Sharp
was a Harvard-educated lawyer and a Sunday
school teacher who was inspired to become a
Unitarian minister;

Whereas, after their arrival in Czecho-
slovakia, the Sharps immediately grasped
that they needed not only to help feed refu-
gees, but also to assist Jews and opponents
of the Nazi regime escape to safety elsewhere
in Europe;

Whereas the Sharps refused to leave
Prague when, in March 1939, a month after
the Sharps’ arrival, the Nazis occupied
Czechoslovakia, making the Sharps’ work
more urgent, more complicated, and more
dangerous;

Whereas the Sharps insisted on continuing
their life-saving mission by working out of
private residences even after April 1939, when
the Nazis ransacked the office of the Uni-
tarian mission in Prague and threw the fur-
niture into the street;

Whereas the Sharps repeatedly risked their
own safety to exit and re-enter Nazi-occupied
Czechoslovakia, crisscrossed Europe to ob-
tain the travel documents necessary to help
Jews and opponents of the Nazi regime es-
cape Czechoslovakia, and even escorted some
refugees by train through Germany to the
United Kingdom;

Whereas the Sharps were determined to
complete their 6-month mission, even after
warnings that the Gestapo was searching for
them;

Whereas the Sharps stayed in Czecho-
slovakia until August 30, 1939, 1 day before
Gestapo agents came to arrest Martha
Sharp, who had become known for her bold-
ness at evading Nazi rules restricting travel;

Whereas, upon the Sharps’ return in 1940 to
their family and the Wellesley Hills Uni-
tarian Church in Massachusetts, their report
to the American Unitarian Association
about the imminent danger posed by the
Nazis to refugees across Europe led to the
Sharps being asked to establish a similar op-
eration in France under the newly founded
Unitarian Service Committee;

Whereas the Sharps returned to Europe in
1940 fully aware of the Nazi terror they
would face;

Whereas the Sharps had a special interest
in saving refugee children, as well as artists,
intellectuals, and political dissidents, and
the Sharps and the Unitarian colleagues who
followed in their footsteps set up systems
and escape routes that functioned through-
out World War II to assist approximately
2,000 men, women, and children to gain free-
dom;

Whereas the famous Jewish novelist, Lion
Feuchtwanger, who was one of the first Ger-
mans to have his citizenship revoked after
Hitler came to power and whose name topped
the Gestapo’s ‘“‘Surrender on Demand” list,
was one of the first people the Sharps helped
in a dramatic and dangerous escape from
France;

Whereas Eva Rosemarie Feigl, who was 14
in December 1940 when Martha Sharp helped
her and 28 other children reach safety in the
United States, provided eye-witness testi-
mony that enabled the Yad Vashem Holo-
caust Martyrs’ and Heroes’ Remembrance
Authority in Jerusalem, Israel, to honor the
Sharps as ‘‘Righteous Among the Nations’’;

Whereas, when the Sharps’ plans to set up
the first office of the newly formed Unitarian
Service Committee in Paris, France, failed
as a result of the Nazi occupation of France,
the Sharps instead established an operation
in neutral Portugal, where throughout World
War II Lisbon remained the last hope for ref-
ugees seeking safe passage out of Nazi-occu-
pied territory;
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Whereas the Sharps recognized that they
were dependent upon a much larger circle of
friends and colleagues who made their her-
oism possible, such as the people who cared
for the Sharps’ children, the members of the
congregation in Wellesley, Massachusetts,
who maintained the Wellesley Hills Uni-
tarian Church in the Sharps’ absence, ordi-
nary Unitarians who financed their cause,
ministers across the United States who
urged their congregations to become spon-
sors for refugees, and secretaries who volun-
teered in Europe and the United States to
maintain thousands of case files for refugees;

Whereas the Sharps’ efforts resulted not
only in the rescue of thousands of people, but
in the creation of what is now known as the
Unitarian Universalist Service Committee,
an institution that multiplied the number of
rescues a thousand-fold in the years that fol-
lowed;

Whereas, at the Yad Vashem ceremony
that honored the Sharps as ‘‘Righteous
Among the Nations” on June 13, 2006, in
Israel, officials specifically recognized the
Sharps’ courage in going into the heart of
Europe when World War II was unfolding and
many people were fleeing;

Whereas Martha Sharp was the first Amer-
ican woman to be named ‘‘Righteous Among
the Nations’, and the Reverend Waitstill
Sharp and Martha Sharp were only the sec-
ond and third individuals named ‘‘Righteous
Among the Nations’” who were United States
citizens at the time they performed the
deeds for which they were honored;

Whereas the Sharps’ daughter, Martha
Sharp Joukowsky, accepted the Yad Vashem
honor on behalf of her parents and remarked
that they were ‘“‘modest and ordinary people,
who responded to the suffering and needs
around them ... as they would have expected
everyone to do in a similar situation’’;

Whereas Martha Sharp Joukowsky added
that the honor given to her parents is also
about ‘‘the unseen efforts of a much wider
circle of people who made their work pos-
sible’” and that it “is the kind of network
that is needed again today to stop the slow
genocide in Darfur’’;

Whereas Martha Sharp Joukowsky con-
cluded her remarks by saying, ‘‘Let this cele-
bration about my parents stand as a call to
action’;

Whereas September 9, 2006, marks the sec-
ond anniversary of the United States Gov-
ernment declaring the violence in Darfur,
Sudan, to be genocide; and

Whereas the Sharps deserve honor for their
example and for helping to found an institu-
tion, the Unitarian Universalist Service
Committee, that today carries on their work
in distant corners of the world and asks for
the ‘“‘Righteous Among the Nations’ to help
save Darfur now: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the Reverend Waitstill Sharp
and Martha Sharp as genuine American he-
roes;

(2) pays tribute to the Reverend Waitstill
Sharp and Martha Sharp for having their
names added to the Wall of Rescuers in the
permanent exhibition of the United States
Holocaust Memorial Museum on September
14, 2006;

(3) commends the organization founded to
support the Sharps’ work, the Unitarian Uni-
versalist Service Committee, for its efforts
to rescue Jews and opponents of the Nazi re-
gime in Europe from 1939 to 1945 and for car-
rying on the Sharps’ legacy by working to
save the lives of the people of Darfur, Sudan,
and to protect human rights worldwide; and

(4) requests the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives to transmit an enrolled copy of
this resolution to the Joukowsky family of
Providence, Rhode Island, the direct de-
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scendants of the Reverend Waitstill Sharp
and Martha Sharp, and to the Unitarian Uni-
versalist Service Committee of Cambridge,
Massachusetts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) and the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of this resolution and
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like first to rec-
ognize the outstanding efforts of the
sponsor of this important measure,
Congressman JAMES MCGOVERN, my
good friend from Massachusetts, the
distinguished member of the Rules
Committee, who represents the area
where the Reverend Waitstill Sharp,
and his wife, Martha Sharp, who are
honored in this resolution, lived.

Recently, the Holocaust Remem-
brance Authority in Jerusalem honored
the Reverend Waitstill Sharp and his
wife, Martha, posthumously, as Right-
eous Among the Nations, for risking
their lives to save Jews during the Hol-
ocaust.
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They are only the second and third
Americans to be so honored. Varian
Fry, a distinguished American dip-
lomat with whom the Sharps worked,
was the first to be so honored.

Mr. Speaker, the Sharps’ story is one
of courage and caring at vast personal
sacrifice. They answered the call from
the American Unitarian Association
and left their two young children be-
hind to travel to Europe twice to save
the lives of Jews who were being per-
secuted and eventually Kkilled. They
spent many months in Czechoslovakia
in 1939, returned to the United States
for a brief period, and then in 1940
again went back to Europe under the
auspices of the newly founded Uni-
tarian Universalist Service Committee
to aid more people in escaping the hor-
ror of the Nazi regime.

In all, as a result of the efforts of the
Reverend and Mrs. Sharp and their
Unitarian colleagues, over 2,000 men,
women and children were saved from
the Nazi death machine.

Mr. Speaker, it is particularly appro-
priate that this House acknowledge the
selfless and courageous actions of the
Sharps at this time. In just a few days,
on January 27, men and women around
the globe will commemorate the Sec-
ond International Holocaust Remem-
brance Day.
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On November 1, 2005, the United Na-
tions General Assembly adopted a reso-
lution and designated January 27 as an
annual International Day of Com-
memoration in Memory of the Victims
of the Holocaust. This action was
strongly endorsed and supported by my
good friend, Kofi Annan, the recently
retired Secretary General of the United
Nations.

January 27 was chosen as the day for
this commemoration each year because
January 27 was the date on which the
Nazi death camp at Auschwitz was lib-
erated by Allied troops in 1945 in the
closing days of the Second World War.
Two years ago on the 50th anniversary
of the liberation of Auschwitz, along
with the chronicler of the Holocaust
Elie Wiesel and his wife, my wife An-
nette and I had the honor to be mem-
bers of the United States delegation at
Auschwitz representing our Nation at
the solemn ceremonies marking that
historic event with heads of state, dip-
lomats, world leaders, and, most im-
portantly, survivors of the Nazi atroc-
ities.

Mr. Speaker, the U.N. General As-
sembly resolution adopted 14 months
ago urges every country to honor the
memory of the victims of the Holo-
caust and encourages the development
of educational programs on Holocaust
history as part of our firm resolve to
prevent genocides in the future.

When this resolution was adopted,
Secretary General Kofi Annan said,
and I quote, ‘“There can be no reversing
the unique tragedy of the Holocaust. It
must be remembered with shame and
horror for as long as human memory
continues. Only by remembering can
we pay fitting tribute to the victims.
Millions of innocent Jews and members
of other minorities were murdered in
the most barbarous ways imaginable.
We must never forget those men,
women and children or their agony.”’

Mr. Speaker, it is essential that we
remember the horror and the reality of
the Holocaust. A recent poll taken in
the United Kingdom, one of the most
advanced countries on the face of this
planet, revealed the shocking igno-
rance of the Holocaust among young
children in Britain. The poll reported
that 28 percent of 18-to-29-year-olds
were not certain that the Holocaust
took place. This is both incredible and
deeply disturbing. And I fear that the
United Kingdom is not the only coun-
try where such results could be found.

Even more disturbing are political
phenomena like Iranian President
Ahmadinejad who claim that the mur-
der of 6 million Jews and others tar-
geted by the Nazis and their collabo-
rators during World War II was fab-
ricated. This same Iranian leader re-
cently convened a so-called ‘‘con-
ference’” in Tehran to bring together
other Holocaust deniers.

As the only survivor of the Holocaust
ever elected to Congress, I am outraged
at attempts to deny what I experienced
and witnessed firsthand. The Holo-
caust, Mr. Speaker, did take place, and
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6 million innocent men, women and
children were massacred in this hor-
rific genocide.

International Holocaust Remem-
brance Day is a time for all of us to re-
member and to honor the victims, but
it is also a time to remember those
like the Reverend Waitstill and Martha
Sharp, recognized as Righteous Among
the Nations, who heroically stood up in
the face of unspeakable evil and said
““no”” to the horrors of the Nazi geno-
cide. They and the decent people who
helped them deserve our gratitude, rec-
ognition, and admiration.

The Sharps’ remarkable story is a
powerful reminder that all of us have a
moral obligation to take action to end
violence and to prevent and stop geno-
cide, genocide which today is taking
place in Darfur. We must educate our
young people who do not know the sig-
nificance of the Holocaust, and we
must fight against the revisionist his-
torians and phony leaders like
Ahmadinejad. The world must be re-
minded that the Holocaust in fact did
occur, that millions suffered untold
agony and died.

Mr. Speaker, recent atrocities like
Rwanda and Darfur in Sudan remind us
that our pledge ‘‘Never Again’ has not
been fulfilled. Let us learn from the
Reverend Sharp and his courageous
wife to have the fortitude and foresight
to act against such evil.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, it is a profound honor
to be on this floor following the words
of our chairman of the Foreign Affairs
Committee Mr. LANTOS, the loan sur-
vivor in Congress of the Holocaust, and
I echo all of his sentiments.

I also wish to commend my good
friend, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN), for offering this
resolution.

Although we come to the floor and
pass resolutions, and sometimes we
don’t take the time to read them, I
hope that all of my colleagues do read
this inspirational story of the Sharp
family and the way that they helped so
many flee the Nazi atrocities, and I
rise today in strong support of Mr.
MCGOVERN’s resolution.

It recognizes Reverend Waitstill
Sharp and his wife Martha Sharp as
genuine American heroes. Further, it
pays tribute to the Reverend Sharp and
his wife Martha for having their names
added to the Wall of Rescuers in the
permanent exhibit of the United States
Holocaust Memorial Museum on Sep-
tember 14 of this year.

It further commends the organiza-
tion founded to support the Sharps’
work, the Unitarian Universalist Serv-
ice Committee, for its role in rescuing
Jews and opponents of the Nazi regime
in Europe from the years 1939 to 1945,
as well as carrying on to this day the
legacy of the Sharps by working to
save the lives of people in places like
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Darfur, Sudan, and to protect human
rights worldwide.

Furthermore, it requests that a copy
of this resolution be provided to the di-
rect descendants of these courageous
individuals in remembrance of their
valiant efforts.

Mr. Speaker, the Sharp family is an
example for all to emulate. They dem-
onstrated unparalleled courage in the
face of Nazi aggression by providing re-
lief and humanitarian assistance to
Jewish refugees, particularly children,
and to establish escape routes that
were the difference between life and
death for many Jews during the Holo-
caust. They deserve to be honored and
they deserve to be remembered today
and always.

Elie Wiesel has said that he decided
to devote his life to telling the story of
the Holocaust because, in his words,
‘“‘Having survived, I owe something to
the dead, and anyone who does not re-
member betrays them again.”

We would be betraying the victims as
well as the survivors if we did not also
remember and honor those who risked
their own lives to save the lives of oth-
ers. For this reason, I ask my col-
leagues to render their full support to
the resolution before us.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend my good friend from Florida for
her eloquent and powerful statement.

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to yield
such time as he may consume to my
dear friend from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), the author of this resolu-
tion, senior member of our Rules Com-
mittee.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by thanking the distinguished
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee and the distinguished ranking
member of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee for bringing to the floor today
H. Res. 52, legislation that pays tribute
to the Reverend Waitstill Sharp and
his wife Martha, the couple who fought
genocide. I also want to express my
gratitude to both of my colleagues for
their eloquent words in support of this
legislation.

Last year on September 14, I was
privileged to join the wife of the distin-
guished chairman of the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee, Annette Lantos, at a
ceremony held at the U.S. Holocaust
Museum in Washington, D.C., honoring
the Reverend Waitstill and Martha
Sharp as they became the second and
third Americans to be added to the
honor roll of 21,000 Righteous Gentiles
and non-Jews whose efforts saved
countless lives during the Holocaust.
At that ceremony we were joined by
family members of the Sharps in hon-
oring the memory of this distinguished
husband and wife team.

Mr. Speaker, on that same day The
Washington Post wrote an article
about the Sharps, calling them ‘‘The
Couple Who Fought Genocide” and I
would like to share with my colleagues
excerpts from that article:
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‘“As the Nazis marched across Europe
in 1939 and 1940, a Unitarian minister
from Massachusetts and his wife
rushed into the coming Holocaust to
save Jews and other refugees, including
scores of children. When they set out
for Europe in January 1939, Germany
had seized the Sudetenland from
Czechoslovakia and refugees were flow-
ing across the continent. The American
Unitarian Association asked numerous
ministers to go to Europe before
Waitstill, 37, and his social worker
wife, Martha, 33, agreed.

‘“Prague, Czechoslovakia, was home
to one of the world’s largest Unitarian
congregations, which was helping refu-
gees of all stripes—Jews, trade union-
ists, political dissenters, and others.
The Sharps arrived to lend a hand in
February 1939, and 1 month later, the
city was occupied by the Nazis.

““On March 15, 1939, the day the Ger-
mans took Prague, Martha Sharp guid-
ed an anti-Nazi leader to asylum at the
British Embassy. A few days later, the
Reverend Waitstill Sharp arranged for
a member of the Czech Parliament to
be smuggled out of a hospital morgue
in a body bag. The Nazis soon closed
the Sharps’ office and threw their fur-
niture into the street, but the couple
stayed another 5 months and got out
just ahead of the Gestapo.

“On their second foray to Europe,
they worked in Marseilles, France, and
helped smuggle across the Pyrenees
into neutral Portugal. One of their
close collaborators was Varian Fry, a
32-year-old New York editor who de-
voted himself to saving European intel-
lectuals and who was the first U.S. cit-
izen placed by Yad Vashem on its
‘Righteous Among the Nations’ honor
roll, which includes Oskar Schindler
and Raoul Wallenberg.

‘“Since the Sharps burned most of
their records to keep them out of Nazi
hands, no one knows how many lives
they actually saved. Their grandson,
Artemis Joukowsky, III, of Boston, es-
timates they helped 3,500 refugees in
Prague, though it is unclear how many
survived. In Marseilles, they pioneered
routes that hundreds used to escape.

‘““Marianne Scheckler-Feder of La-
guna Hills, California, has a fuzzy but
enduring memory of Martha Sharp, re-
inforced by a fading black-and-white
photograph taken on a sun-dappled
street in the French port of Marseilles.
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‘I remember a figure. She was a
very, very elegant lady. Kind of serious
and very concerned. You looked up to
her. She demanded respect,” Sheckler-
Feder said, who is now 79 years old.

“Thousands of refugees from across
Europe had flocked to Marseilles in
hopes of gaining passage abroad, only
to be interned in work camps when
France surrendered to Germany in 1940
and the Nazis set up a collaborationist
government in Vichy. Sheckler-Feder
was 12. She was one of three Jewish sis-
ters, nearly identical triplets, who had
fled with their parents from Vienna, a
bare step ahead of the Nazis.
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““Marseilles was the end of the road,
the end of hope, until they met Martha
Sharp. She pestered Vichy officials to
issue exit visas for 29 children, includ-
ing nine Jews. With almost as much
difficulty, she persuaded our State De-
partment, which was rife with anti-
Semitism at that time, to let the chil-
dren and 10 adults into the United
States.

‘“‘Sheckler-Feder and her sisters trav-
eled by train to Lisbon and sailed in
December 1940 aboard the Excambion, a
ship stripped of all furnishings except
sleeping bags, blankets, and pillows to
accommodate as many passengers as
possible. Their parents eventually fol-
lowed.

‘““‘Sheckler-Feder has no doubt that
were it not for Martha Sharp, her fam-
ily would have perished: ‘What she did
for us is outstanding. It will never be
forgotten.’”

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud to have
introduced this bill with the esteemed
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, Congressman ToOM LANTOS,
along with House Members of the U.S.
Holocaust Memorial Council, Rep-
resentatives CANTOR, LATOURETTE, and
WAXMAN, the Members of the House
congressional delegations representing
Rhode Island and Massachusetts, and
other bipartisan co-sponsors.

I want to thank Speaker NANCY
PELOSI and the majority leader and the
minority leader, JOHN BOEHNER, for
supporting this consideration on the
Suspension Calendar.

It is my hope that all of us in this
House will not only pay tribute to the
memory and legacy of Reverend
Waitstill and Martha Sharp but will
recognize the example they set. There
are many urgent situations con-
fronting our world today where peo-
ple’s lives are in grave danger. Many
people in communities even face the
threat of genocide, as is the case in
Darfur. I hope that we can learn from
the Sharps’ example that each of us
can make a difference, can save the
lives of others, and all we have to do is
step up and answer the call. It is my
hope that the inspiration of the Sharps
will compel our government and other
civilized governments across this world
into taking more proactive and more
effective steps to stop the genocide
that is now going on in the Sudan.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to pass this resolution. Again, I want
to thank my friend Mr. LANTOS and my
friend Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN for their elo-
quent words of support.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
again I congratulate Mr. MCGOVERN for
authoring this important resolution.
And that selfless and giving nature of
the American spirit as exemplified by
this tremendous family is alive and
well with so many people trying to
stop the genocide in Darfur and in
other dark places of the globe.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in support of H. Res, 52, which
honors Rev. Waitstill Sharp and Martha Sharp
for their outstanding heroism during the Holo-
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caust. Although the couple lived safely with
their two children in Massachusetts in 1939,
both felt a calling to provide aid to those in
need overseas. They traveled to Czecho-
slovakia and began providing food for the refu-
gees fleeing the Nazi regime. However, when
they arrived, the Nazis invaded Czecho-
slovakia and the situation grew more dan-
gerous.

Instead of returning home, they found that
they could better serve those in harm’s way by
helping them escape from the region. Despite
the numerous life-risking situations and con-
stant pursuit by the Gestapo, the couple
stayed and succeeded in helping over 2,000
people escape danger throughout World War
II.

| am pleased that they received official rec-
ognition as “Righteous Among Nations” last
June, in the Yad Vashem ceremony in lIsrael,
for truly their righteous actions are unparal-
leled, and we are incredibly honored to call
them our fellow citizens. The Sharps were
some of the first Americans to receive the
award, setting an incredible example of right-
eousness and good will for all who follow
them.

In addition, | would like to note the powerful
words of their daughter, Martha Sharp
Joukowsky, who accepted the award on their
behalf. She reminded us that her parents’ ac-
tions represent “the unseen efforts of a much
wider circle of people who made their work
possible” and that this “is the kind of network
that is needed again today to stop the slow
genocide in Darfur.” Sadly, we must recognize
that suffering and oppression does not end
with one war or one crisis in our past but con-
tinues into our present day. In order to truly
pay tribute to the Sharps, we must acknowl-
edge our present condition. So | urge my col-
leagues, as they remember the Sharps today,
to also remember the urgency of the dev-
astating situation in Darfur. | am sure if they
were alive today, they would devote all their
efforts to save the people there from this mod-
ern-day Holocaust.

| urge my colleagues to support H. Res. 52,
to honor Reverend and Mrs. Sharp for their
heroic rescue efforts during World War II.

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
H. Res. 52, legislation paying tribute to Rev-
erend Waitstill and Martha Sharp, an Amer-
ican couple who left the comfort and safety of
their home in Massachusetts to save the lives
of Jews in danger of being killed during the
Holocaust.

Waitstill Sharp was a Unitarian minister and
his wife Martha was a social worker.

In the late 1930s, amid the horrors of the
Holocaust and a refugee crisis in Europe, the
American Unitarian Association asked numer-
ous ministers to cross the Atlantic and offer
assistance. The Sharps agreed, despite the
dangers and despite having young children at
home whom they would have to leave behind
in the care of friends and neighbors and mem-
bers of their congregation.

In February 1939, the Sharps arrived in
Prague, Czechoslovakia, where one of the
world’s largest Unitarian congregations was
assisting Jewish refugees and others who op-
posed the Nazis, including trade unionists and
political dissenters. A month later, the Ger-
mans occupied Prague, increasing the ur-
gency of the Sharps’ mission but also the risk.
They remained in Prague almost six months.
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Through their courage, creativity and per-
sistence they were able to lead hundreds of
people, likely thousands, to safety.

They again heeded the call to action, return-
ing to Europe in 1940, this time based in Mar-
seilles, France, where they helped smuggle
people across the Pyrenees into neutral Por-
tugal. The escape routes that they established
enabled hundreds of refugees to survive.

Among those whom the Sharps saved from
persecution and slaughter at the hands of the
Nazis were many children, including Jewish
children who are now elderly, living freely in
America, and remember with gratitude the
couple who saved their lives almost 70 years
ago.
| should note that the Sharps and others
who worked to save Jews not only had to
worry about the Nazis and the Gestapo, Vichy
officials, collaborators and informers but also
had to overcome bureaucracy and anti-Semi-
tism even among the U.S. State Department.
Historians have documented that inaction,
indifferences, failures and even outright hos-
tility by American officials resulted in the tragic
death of Jews during the Holocaust.

But today we do not dwell on this; instead
we honor the Sharps for persevering despite
such obstacles and adversity.

Some of the Sharps’ surviving relatives and
admirers claim they were merely ordinary peo-
ple who did what anyone would have done in
the face of suffering. While | would like to be-
lieve that all people of compassion would
come to the aid of people in need, especially
when lives are at stake, sadly | know that is
not the case. It was not true during the Holo-
caust, and it is not true today as millions of
people in America and around the world suffer
poverty, hunger, disease and even genocide
and yet still not enough is being done to help
them.

The special and extraordinary nature of the
Sharps’ actions is clear by the rare and high
honors they have deservedly received.

In June 2006, the Yad Vashem Holocaust
Martyrs’ and Heroes’ Remembrance Authority
in Israel honored Reverend Waitstill Sharp and
Martha Sharp posthumously as “Righteous
Among the Nations” for risking their lives to
save Jews during the Holocaust.

And in September 2006, the U.S. Holocaust
Memorial Museum in Washington, D.C. hon-
ored the Sharps.

There were definitely other brave, compas-
sionate people who were inspired by their
faith, values or their sense of right and wrong
and therefore took steps, both small and large,
to help Jews during the Holocaust. Some pro-
vided food and shelter, some refused to inform
on their neighbors or cooperate with authori-
ties enforcing murderous policies, some ac-
tively resisted against the Nazis, and some
helped transport Jews to safety. But this was
not the norm in Europe during the Holocaust.
And we know the tragic, horrific results: over
6 million Jewish men, women and children
perished.

So today we acknowledge the Sharps as
American heroes, and | would add as heroes
of humanity. Martha Sharp is the first Amer-
ican woman—and she and Waitstill are only
the second and third Americans—to be added
to the honor roll of 21,000 “righteous” gen-
tiles, or non-Jews, whose efforts saved count-
less lives during the Holocaust.

We also commend the Unitarian Universality
Service Committee. UUSC was founded to
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support the Sharps’ work and helped rescue
Jews and other refugees from Nazi persecu-
tion. The organization has continued to do
good work in support of human rights all over
the world and is actively engaged in efforts to
stop the genocide in Darfur, Sudan.

As we honor the Sharps, let us be inspired
by their heroic example and let us all commit
ourselves to doing what we can—and what we
must—to bring an end to human suffering.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 52.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those voting have responded in the af-
firmative.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

——
PRESERVATION OF RECORDS OF
SERVITUDE, EMANCIPATION,

AND POST-CIVIL WAR RECON-
STRUCTION ACT

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 390) to require the establishment
of a national database in the National
Archives to preserve records of ser-
vitude, emancipation, and post-Civil
War reconstruction and to provide
grants to State and local entities to es-
tablish similar local databases.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 390

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Preservation
of Records of Servitude, Emancipation, and
Post-Civil War Reconstruction Act’.

SEC. 2. ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL DATA-
BASE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Archivist of the
United States shall preserve relevant records
and establish, as part of the National Ar-
chives, an electronically searchable national
database consisting of historic records of ser-
vitude, emancipation, and post-Civil War re-
construction, including the Southern Claims
Commission Records, Records of the Freed-
men’s Bank, Slave Impressments Records,
Slave Payroll Records, Slave Manifest, and
others, contained within the agencies and de-
partments of the Federal Government to as-
sist African Americans and others in con-
ducting genealogical and historical research.

(b) MAINTENANCE.—The database estab-
lished under this section shall be maintained
by the National Archives or an entity within
the National Archives designated by the Ar-
chivist.

SEC. 3. GRANTS FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF STATE
AND LOCAL DATABASES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The National Historical

Publications and Records Commission of the
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National Archives shall provide grants to
States, colleges and universities, and genea-
logical associations to preserve records and
establish electronically searchable databases
consisting of local records of servitude,
emancipation, and post-Civil War recon-
struction.

(b) MAINTENANCE.—The databases estab-
lished using grants provided under this sec-
tion shall be maintained by appropriate
agencies or institutions designated by the
National Historical Publications and
Records Commission.

SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
There are authorized to be appropriated—
(1) $5,000,000 to implement section 2; and
(2) $5,000,000 to provide grants under sec-

tion 3.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. CLAY) and the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks on the
bill, H.R. 390.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 390, which
authorizes the National Archives to
preserve historical documents relating
to servitude, emancipation, and post-
Civil War reconstruction. Introduced
by my friend, Representative LANTOS
of California, the bill calls on the Ar-
chives to place these documents in a
searchable electronic database for use
in historical and genealogical research.

As a cosponsor of H.R. 390 and chair-
man of the Oversight Subcommittee on
Information Policy, Census, and Na-
tional Archives, I am pleased to see the
measure presented for consideration by
the House today. Under this legisla-
tion, grants will be made available to
States, colleges and universities, and
genealogical associations to preserve
similar records in their possession and
make them available electronically.
The bill will for the first time make a
wide range of historical documents re-
lating to servitude, emancipation, and
post-Civil War reconstruction easily
accessible and searchable. This will
vastly improve the ability of African
Americans to research their lineage. It
will also facilitate the efforts of histo-
rians performing research into this pe-
riod of American history.

An identical version of this bill was
approved unanimously by the Com-
mittee on Government Reform last
year. And as someone with a deep ap-
preciation of African American and
American history, I am honored to sup-
port its passage today.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
390, the Preservation of Records of Ser-
vitude, Emancipation, and Post-Civil
War Reconstruction Act, legislation
which would establish a grant program,
as outlined just a moment ago by Mr.
CLAY.

H.R. 390 would authorize the creation
of a national database within the Na-
tional Archives to include records of
servitude, emancipation, and post-Civil
War reconstruction held by Federal
agencies. These records include: the
Southern Claims Commission Records,
Records of the Freedmen’s Bank, Slave
Impressment Records, Slave Payroll
Records, and Slave Manifests.

Many of these records are not orga-
nized, catalogued, or well protected
from the elements. H.R. 390 will not
only make these documents more ac-
cessible to the public but will preserve
them as well. H.R. 390 continues the
important preservation efforts begun
under the Freedmen’s Bureau Records
Preservation Act of 2000. The creation
of a searchable database will help Afri-
can Americans conduct genealogical
research and learn more about their
families’ history.

In addition, the national database
will help historians and others inter-
ested in the Civil War and post-Civil
War eras to conduct research that
promises to reveal more about the his-
tory and culture of the South and the
African American experience. Similar
records of servitude, emancipation, and
post-Civil War reconstruction are held
by local and State entities.

H.R. 390 authorizes the National Ar-
chives to provide grants to States, uni-
versities, and genealogical associations
to digitally preserve their records
through the creation of searchable
databases. The digital preservation of
these important historical documents
and improved accessibility to them
will ensure that they are available to
future generations of Americans.

I think this is legislation that all my
colleagues can support, and I urge sup-
port for H.R. 390.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield such time as he may consume
to the sponsor of this legislation, Rep-
resentative LANTOS.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, first I
want to thank my dear friend, the dis-
tinguished chairman of the committee,
for yielding me time and for his leader-
ship on this issue.

Mr. Speaker, last week our Nation
paused to remember and to recognize
the extraordinary life and achieve-
ments of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.
Today I rise in strong support of H.R.
390, the Preservation of Records of Ser-
vitude, Emancipation, and Post-Civil
War Reconstruction Act, which will
help eliminate a little-known and rare-
ly recognized vestige of slavery. This
important legislation, which passed the
Government Reform Committee last
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year by a unanimous vote, will open
the way for African Americans to trace
their ancestry from the critical period
immediately following the end of slav-
ery in this country.

Mr. Speaker, for most Americans, re-
searching their genealogical history in-
volves searching through various his-
torical records, almost all of which
have been properly archived as public
historical documents. Unfortunately,
African Americans face a unique chal-
lenge due to our Nation’s history of
discrimination and slavery. Instead of
simply looking up wills, birth and
death certificates, or other traditional
genealogical research documents, Afri-
can Americans are forced to identify
the names of former slave owners and
then hope that these owners kept accu-
rate records of pertinent property tax
and probate information.

Compounding the difficulty of this
problem, Mr. Speaker, is that many of
these records of servitude and emanci-
pation are frequently inaccessible,
stored in farmhouses and schools
throughout the South. Even when re-
searchers are able to locate the
records, they find them ©poorly
catalogued and inadequately preserved
from deterioration and decay.

While some States and some local-
ities have undertaken efforts to collect
these documents, and they need to be
commended for their endeavors, a na-
tional effort to preserve these impor-
tant pieces of public and personal his-
tory is necessary to ensure that they
are readily and easily accessible to all
Americans.

H.R. 390, my legislation, builds on
the success of the Freedmen’s Bureau
Records Preservation Act, which Con-
gress passed and the President signed
into law 6 years ago. That law required
the archivists of the United States to
catalogue the genealogical and histor-
ical records into a searchable indexing
system and was the first step toward
ensuring easy access. Passing H.R. 390
is the next step necessary to complete
this preservation project for our entire
Nation.

Mr. Speaker, my bill tackles the
problems of poorly catalogued and in-
adequately preserved records in two
ways. First, it will make sure that the
records of servitude, emancipation, and
post-Civil War reconstruction cur-
rently being stored within the various
agencies of the Federal Government
will be properly preserved and acces-
sible in a single electronic site. Second,
the searchable index will allow individ-
uals to access information in seconds
rather than months or years to build
their own personal histories.
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Since many of these records are held
in non-Federal public and private col-
lections around the country, my legis-
lation authorizes the National Ar-
chives to distribute grants to the
States, academic institutions, and
genealogical associations to locate,
preserve, and establish on-line data-
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bases of these important records. These
grants will ensure that families doing
research in my home State of Cali-
fornia or anywhere in the country will
be able to find post-Civil War recon-
struction items easily accessible in a
single electronic site. The searchable
index will allow individuals to access
information in mere seconds.

The Federal and local records cov-
ered by my legislation are not only of
personal importance to the families in-
volved, Mr. Speaker, they are histori-
cally significant to all of us. They doc-
ument the reuniting of our Nation and
the historic moment of transition for
slaves from the status of property to
citizens, a time when our country fi-
nally began to right a horrible moral
wrong. We need to take the process an-
other step now by ensuring that those
records and the lessons they hold are
preserved for all eternity.

I want to thank Chairman WAXMAN
and Ranking Member ToM DAVIS, both
cosponsors of my legislation, for their
continued support of this measure. 1
also want to thank my friend and col-
league ELIJAH CUMMINGS for all his ef-
forts on this important measure. I urge
all of my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this commonsense recognition
that justice at long last must be made.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I simply
want to commend the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) for
their work on this very important leg-
islation. It has been an honor for me to
manage this for the minority.

Mr. Speaker, I have no other speak-
ers. I urge support of H.R. 390, and
yield back the balance of our time.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, in closing I
want to thank my good friend from
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) for his leader-
ship on this issue. We appreciate it. I
want to commend my good friend from
California (Mr. LANTOS) for sponsoring
this bill that will catalog and preserve
these records from a time long ago.

Being a history enthusiast, I believe
the adage that a people who don’t
know their history are doomed to re-
peat it, and I urge the House to pass
the bill.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in support of H.R. 390, the Preser-
vation of Records of Servitude, Emancipation,
and Post-Civil War Reconstruction Act. | sup-
port H.R. 390 because it will protect a vast
amount of genealogical information from this
period in our Nation’s history. This bill author-
izes the National Archives to do two things: (1)
to use necessary resources to preserve, main-
tain and electronically catalogue these impor-
tant records, and (2) to distribute grants to the
States, academic institutions, and genealogical
associations in order to preserve and establish
online databases of their own important local
records.

While most Americans can learn about their
genealogy through already well-archived docu-
ments like certificates of birth, death, or mar-
riage, African-Americans have more difficulty
with this, due to our Nation’s history of slavery
and discrimination. African-Americans seeking
information about their ancestors must instead
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turn to less well-archived records such as doc-
uments written by former slave owners. These
records are often not very accessible, disorga-
nized, or in poor condition, and so it is impor-
tant that we make every effort to adequately
archive the familial records of so many of our
Nations’ citizens.

This bill would be the first national effort to
preserve and protect this important part of our
nation’s history, and | thank Mr. LANTOS, the
gentleman from California, for introducing it.

| urge my colleagues to vote in favor of this
bill, and I look forward to seeing it passed.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in strong support of
the Preservation of Records of Servitude,
Emancipation, and Post-Civil War Reconstruc-
tion Act.

The House of Representatives is truly a
body of history. Each day we walk through the
Capitol and stand where our Nation’s first
Members of Congress debated hundreds of
years ago. Statues, plaques and paintings re-
mind us of the past and inspire our future. In
fact, every day history is recorded on the
House floor through the records of our state-
ments.

We must not underestimate the importance
of our Nation’s past and our individual history.
For many African Americans identifying their
history and researching genealogy becomes
challenging due to a lack of organized
records. Many African Americans are left with
piecing together records of their ancestors left
from former slave owners or searching for in-
formation from the post-Civil War reconstruc-
tion. Many of these records are unorganized,
inaccessible and quickly decaying. We need a
national effort to preserve these pieces of pub-
lic and personal history or to make them read-
ily and easily accessible to all Americans.

Under this bill the Federal Government will
maintain an organized system for preserving
the records of servitude, emancipation, and
the post-Civil War. These records will include
Southern  Claims  Commission  Records,
Records of the Freedmen’s Bank, Slave Im-
pressments Records, Slave Payroll Records,
and Slave Manifests. This will go a long way
towards preserving our past, and helping indi-
viduals discover their history as well.

| urge my colleagues who everyday partici-
pate in this Nation’s history to extend that
dedication to preserving our past to vote for
this important piece of legislation.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SARBANES). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. CLAY) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 390.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those voting have responded in the af-
firmative.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 19 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

————
O 1753

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MCGOVERN) at 5 o’clock
and 53 minutes p.m.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 54 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

————
O 1820
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MCGOVERN ) at 6 o’clock
and 20 minutes p.m.

———————

CONGRESSIONAL PENSION
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT

Ms. MILLENDER-McCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 476) to amend
title 5, United States Code, to make
noncreditable for Federal retirement
purposes any Member service per-
formed by an individual who is con-
victed of any of certain offenses com-
mitted by that individual while serving
as a Member of Congress, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 476

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. LOSS OF PENSIONS ACCRUED DUR-
ING SERVICE AS A MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS FOR ABUSING THE PUBLIC
TRUST.

(a) CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT SYSTEM.—
Section 8332 of title 5, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘“(0)(1) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this subchapter, the service of an in-
dividual finally convicted of an offense de-
scribed in paragraph (2) shall not be taken
into account for purposes of this subchapter,
except that this sentence applies only to
service rendered as a Member (irrespective of
when rendered). Any such individual (or
other person determined under section
8342(c), if applicable) shall be entitled to be
paid so much of such individual’s lump-sum
credit as is attributable to service to which
the preceding sentence applies.

“(2)(A) An offense described in this para-
graph is any offense described in subpara-
graph (B) for which the following apply:

‘(i) Every act or omission of the individual
(referred to in paragraph (1)) that is needed
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to satisfy the elements of the offense occurs
while the individual is a Member.

‘“(ii) Every act or omission of the indi-
vidual that is needed to satisfy the elements
of the offense directly relates to the per-
formance of the individual’s official duties as
a Member.

‘“(iii) The offense is committed after the
date of enactment of this subsection.

‘““(B) An offense described in this subpara-
graph is only the following, and only to the
extent that the offense is a felony under title
18:

‘(i) An offense under section 201 of title 18
(bribery of public officials and witnesses).

‘“(ii) An offense under section 219 of title 18
(officers and employees acting as agents of
foreign principals).

‘“(iii) An offense under section 371 of title
18 (conspiracy to commit offense or to de-
fraud United States), to the extent of any
conspiracy to commit an act which con-
stitutes—

‘“(I) an offense under clause (i) or (ii); or

‘“(IT) an offense under section 207 of title 18
(restrictions on former officers, employees,
and elected officials of the executive and leg-
islative branches).

‘(iv) Perjury committed under section 1621
of title 18 in falsely denying the commission
of an act which constitutes—

‘() an offense under clause (i) or (ii); or

‘“(IT) an offense under clause (iii), to the ex-
tent provided in such clause.

‘“(v) Subornation of perjury committed
under section 1622 of title 18 in connection
with the false denial or false testimony of
another individual as specified in clause (iv).

“(3) An individual convicted of an offense
described in paragraph (2) shall not, after the
date of the final conviction, be eligible to
participate in the retirement system under
this subchapter or chapter 84 while serving
as a Member.

‘“(4) The Office of Personnel Management
shall prescribe any regulations necessary to
carry out this subsection. Such regulations
shall include—

‘“(A) provisions under which interest on
any lump-sum payment under the second
sentence of paragraph (1) shall be limited in
a manner similar to that specified in the last
sentence of section 8316(b); and

‘“(B) provisions under which the Office may
provide for—

‘(1) the payment, to the spouse or children
of any individual referred to in the first sen-
tence of paragraph (1), of any amounts which
(but for this clause) would otherwise have
been nonpayable by reason of such first sen-
tence, but only to the extent that the appli-
cation of this clause is considered necessary
given the totality of the circumstances; and

‘“(ii) an appropriate adjustment in the
amount of any lump-sum payment under the
second sentence of paragraph (1) to reflect
the application of clause (i).

““(5) For purposes of this subsection—

“(A) the term ‘Member’ has the meaning
given such term by section 2106, notwith-
standing section 8331(2); and

“(B) the term ‘child’ has the meaning
given such term by section 8341.”".

(b) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT SYS-
TEM.—Section 8411 of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“(D(1) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this chapter, the service of an indi-
vidual finally convicted of an offense de-
scribed in paragraph (2) shall not be taken
into account for purposes of this chapter, ex-
cept that this sentence applies only to serv-
ice rendered as a Member (irrespective of
when rendered). Any such individual (or
other person determined under section
8424(d), if applicable) shall be entitled to be
paid so much of such individual’s lump-sum
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credit as is attributable to service to which
the preceding sentence applies.

‘(2) An offense described in this paragraph
is any offense described in section
8332(0)(2)(B) for which the following apply:

‘““(A) Every act or omission of the indi-
vidual (referred to in paragraph (1)) that is
needed to satisfy the elements of the offense
occurs while the individual is a Member.

‘“(B) Every act or omission of the indi-
vidual that is needed to satisfy the elements
of the offense directly relates to the per-
formance of the individual’s official duties as
a Member.

‘(C) The offense is committed after the
date of enactment of this subsection.

‘“(3) An individual convicted of an offense
described in paragraph (2) shall not, after the
date of the final conviction, be eligible to
participate in the retirement system under
this chapter while serving as a Member.

‘“(4) The Office of Personnel Management
shall prescribe any regulations necessary to
carry out this subsection. Such regulations
shall include—

““(A) provisions under which interest on
any lump-sum payment under the second
sentence of paragraph (1) shall be limited in
a manner similar to that specified in the last
sentence of section 8316(b); and

‘‘(B) provisions under which the Office may
provide for—

‘(i) the payment, to the spouse or children
of any individual referred to in the first sen-
tence of paragraph (1), of any amounts which
(but for this clause) would otherwise have
been nonpayable by reason of such first sen-
tence, but only to the extent that the appli-
cation of this clause is considered necessary
given the totality of the circumstances; and

‘“(ii) an appropriate adjustment in the
amount of any lump-sum payment under the
second sentence of paragraph (1) to reflect
the application of clause (i).

‘(6) For purposes of this subsection—

‘““(A) the term ‘Member’ has the meaning
given such term by section 2106, notwith-
standing section 8401(20); and

‘““(B) the term ‘child’ has the meaning
given such term by section 8341.”".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD)
and the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself 8 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us today
was introduced by my distinguished
colleague, Representative NANCY
BoyDA from Kansas. It represents part
of a continuing effort by the Demo-
cratic leadership to clean up the ethics
outrage left over by the Abramoff scan-
dal.

The fundamental concept of this bill
is simple. If Members of Congress are
convicted of engaging in illegal behav-
ior during the performance of official
duties, then in addition to going to
jail, their public pension will be elimi-
nated. The language was included in
the Republican lobby reform bill last
year. The only difference is one en-
hancement responsive to Senate con-
cerns. We have added language to deny
pension benefits to Members who ask
others to lie for them, or help them
cover up their crime.

Applying this penalty to those con-
victed of corruption is another step to-
ward comprehensive ethics reform and
restoring the public trust in Congress.
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It goes without saying that no one
should ever violate their oath of office.
No one in this body should ever engage
in criminal conduct. Such conduct dis-
torts the people’s business and leads to
the formulation of bad public policy. It
breaks the social contract that Ameri-
cans have with one another, and with
their elected leaders. Such conduct de-
moralizes the Nation, and it damages
the reputation of this great institu-
tion.

The bill before us represents one step
toward discouraging illegal and uneth-
ical abuses of our office. As a con-
sequence of enacting this bill, Members
hopefully will think twice before step-
ping over the line.

The Boyda pension forfeiture bill de-
nies a congressional pension to any
Member of Congress who is convicted
of certain felonies and who has ex-
hausted all appeals. It does not apply
to a Member’s own contributions to the
retirement system.

The covered felonies include: Bribery
of public officials and witnesses; acting
as foreign agent; conspiracy to commit
the above offenses, or conspiracy to
violate the postemployment restric-
tions; perjury by falsely denying any of
the above-listed crimes; and suborna-
tion of perjury by getting someone else
to lie or cover up for you.

Every act constituting any of the
above felonies: Must have occurred
while the Member is in office; must di-
rectly relate to a Members’s official
duties; and must take place after the
date of enactment.

Any element of a crime leading to a
final conviction can occur at any time
after enactment. So passage of this ini-
tiative, Mr. Speaker, puts every cur-
rent and future Member on notice that
there will be an additional price to pay
for criminal behavior while holding an
office of public trust.

Now does this bill go too far or not
far enough? I have heard it argued both
ways. Some say that more crimes
should be included. Others ask: ‘“Why
should a criminal’s spouse or child be
eligible for the criminal’s forgone pen-
sion?” Some argue that prosecutors
should be empowered to use pension
forfeiture as a negotiating tool. Others
argue that judges should be able to ad-
just pension forfeiture to fit the crime,
and there are many more such ques-
tions and thoughts.

I will tell you now that this policy is
an important step, but it is only a first
step. It is a way to lay down the law. It
is a way to tell the public that we re-
ject criminal behavior while in office.
It is a way to tell the American people
that we are serious about addressing il-
legal and unethical behavior by our
colleagues. And it is a way to get this
pension forfeiture penalty enacted. No,
it is not perfect, but it moves us in the
right direction.

You will hear arguments that it
doesn’t go far enough, that previously
convicted Members should not pres-
ently be allowed pensions. And while I
am not unsympathetic with the under-
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lying sentiment, we are prohibited, as
legislators, from passing ex post facto
laws, which criminalize or penalize
past behavior, which is again a viola-
tion of the Constitution.

You will hear arguments that more
types of criminal behavior should be
covered. One of my colleagues indi-
cated last Friday that more types of
criminal behavior should be covered.
Up until this point, pension forfeiture
has only applied to treason and espio-
nage and related offenses. So this is a
big step. We are extending pension for-
feiture to cover those offenses that lie
at the heart of violations of the public
trust and relate to the performance of
official congressional duties. We are
not applying this to others in the exec-
utive branch, so this is without prece-
dent.

You will hear arguments that an in-
nocent spouse or child should be pun-
ished along with the criminal. On bal-
ance, I don’t think that is good policy.
It may satisfy one’s desire for revenge,
but if you believe in individual respon-
sibility, then you don’t punish an inno-
cent person for another’s bad behavior
just because they are related by mar-
riage or parentage. I think we need to
take a look at this principle in other
situations as well, but today we are
looking at it in the context of criminal
behavior by Members of Congress.

The American people are rightly out-
raged by elected officials’ criminal
acts, but the American people are also
humane and understanding. Although
the first response to this outrage is
likely to be ‘‘throw the bum in jail,”
most Americans will not countenance
throwing the child of a criminal into
the street, or anyone’s child.

Assuming family members are inno-
cent of any wrongdoing, this bill gives
the Office of Personnel Management
the discretion to respond to hardships
placed on the family and caused by the
Member’s criminal wrongdoing. If OPM
decides to do so, it will come out of any
amounts contributed directly by the
Member, and to which he or she is still
entitled. That is fair and just, in my
opinion. OPM could still impose full
pension forfeiture, or something less if
the totality of the circumstances war-
rants a different outcome.

There are lots of other arguments we
can have about the merits of this ini-
tiative and whether it goes too far or
not far enough. Some may even ques-
tion whether it even goes in the right
direction. All of these are legitimate
policy concerns, which can be pursued
by the interested Members with the
committees of jurisdiction through fu-
ture legislation. But the bill before us
today, however imperfect you may
judge it, is an immediate response to
the American people’s demand that we
change the way we do business here in
Washington.

There are many other initiatives we
will be taking to reverse the last dec-
ade of criminal and ethical decline. We
will do them, and we will be a better
and more responsive government for
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having done so. But this is step one.
The American people are sending an
unequivocal message to all Representa-
tives and Senators: If you lie, cheat or
collude with others to cover up your
criminal abuse of public office, you will
not only go to jail, but you will sac-
rifice something that the American
people provided you, and that is trust,
which the American people can take
away from you if you violate that
trust. Dishonor that trust, and you
break your contract with the American
people, and the consequences are clear.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of

my time.
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. SHADEGG. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may state his parliamentary
inquiry.

Mr. SHADEGG. Can the Chair tell me
if this bill was reported out of com-
mittee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
before us has not been reported by the
committees to which it was referred.

Mr. SHADEGG. So it has not been re-
ported out of committee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
correct.
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Mr. SHADEGG. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. SHADEGG. Can the chairman
tell me if this bill was subject to
amendment in committee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
phrase ‘‘as amended’ in the motion of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia signifies that the text proposed
for passage differs in some respect from
the text of the introduced bill.

Mr. SHADEGG. Further parliamen-
tary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. SHADEGG. Can the gentleman
tell me where and when this bill was
amended?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is
amended in the motion that is placed
at the desk.

Mr. SHADEGG. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker. Has the majority
been provided the text of the bill at
this time, or can you tell me when it
was amended?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the
Chair’s understanding that the bill is
available to Members in the Chamber
and copies have been provided.

Mr. SHADEGG. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker. We just asked for a
copy of the bill, a Member just did, and
was not able to get it. Do we have more
than one copy?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The offi-
cial copy is at the desk and the Chair
understands that there are other copies
that have been distributed throughout
the Chamber.
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Mr. SHADEGG. One further par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his further par-
liamentary inquiry.

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, it has
been widely reported today that this
bill has a delayed effective clause
which would not make it effective until
January of 2009. That is different than
the introduced bill, which had an im-
mediate effective date.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Is
that a parliamentary inquiry that he is
just suggesting here?

Mr. SHADEGG. Can the Chair clarify
whether or not it has been amended in
that respect?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The con-
tent of the bill is a subject for Members
to discuss during the debate. It is not
for the Chair to state.

Mr. SHADEGG. I thank the gen-
tleman.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. KIRK. Parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Illinois will please state
his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, with regard
to the amendment in the final form of
this bill, my understanding is we are
now dealing with a handwritten piece
of paper on a napkin?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, is at the desk.

Mr. KIRK. Is anything typed and
shared with the minority?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The en-
grossing Clerk has the official paper at
the desk.

Mr. KIRK. Which is handwritten.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may examine the copy at the
desk for himself.

Mr. KIRK. I will take that as a
‘yes.”

POINT OF ORDER
Mr. TERRY. Point of order,
Speaker. I have a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his point of order.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, as I under-
stand, this suspension rule was just
amended or written and changed in the
last 45 minutes. It is my understanding
from the votes that we took on the
first day of the House that the rules
were amended. A civility section was
added to the rules that said that we
would be provided 48 hours’ notice.

It is my thought that this last-
minute change violates the rules that
were adopted in the House our first day
in session for the 110th Congress, and I
object to the bill’s going forward.

Mr.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair appreciates the gentleman’s
comments. Unfortunately, the gen-

tleman has not stated a point of order.
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. WHITFIELD. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky will state his
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, of
course this subject matter is very im-
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portant, the Congressional Pension Ac-
countability Act; and I just went up to
the desk and asked for a copy of the
bill that we will be debating. And I was
told that they did not have a copy. The
Speaker has said that there are copies
available for Members, and I would like
to know where the copies are and how
many copies are available for the Mem-
bers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is
an engrossing copy at the desk and fur-
ther copies will be made available to
Members throughout the Chamber.

Mr. WHITFIELD. When will copies be
made available for us?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Cur-
rently. The Chair observes their being
passed out as we speak.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, parliamen-
tary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the ruling
from the Chair, in respect to my objec-
tion, was based on the rules that were
adopted by the House, the civility sec-
tion, where we were supposed to be pro-
vided 48 hours of notice of any legisla-
tion brought to the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair is unaware of a rule that the gen-
tleman describes. A motion to suspend
the rules obviates any point of order in
any event.

Mr. TERRY. Are you stating that
there is no rule saying that the major-
ity has to supply 48 hours’ notice?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
correct, and a motion to suspend the
rules obviates any point of order in any
event.

Mr. TERRY. I thank the gentleman.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, I have a
parliamentary inquiry

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, as I un-
derstand it, although the rules package
contained a provision that said the ma-
jority would provide legislative text to
the minority 48 hours before a vote,
that is not, in fact, a rule; is that cor-
rect?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A mo-
tion to suspend the rules, as the gen-
tleman knows, obviates any point of
order to that effect.

Mr. SHADEGG. Further parliamen-
tary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, is there
a means by which I can appeal the rul-
ing of the Chair in order to allow the
Members of the minority the time in
the civility clause that is 48 hours to
see the language of this bill which was
apparently amended within the last 45
minutes?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman suspend for one moment.

Mr. SHADEGG. I would very much
appreciate an answer to my question,
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Mr. Speaker. I don’t think that is ask-
ing too much.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, point of
order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the majority leader.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I believe
the points of order being made are de-
bate and comment, not points of order.
And I am going to object to the con-
tinuation of a process that theoreti-
cally raises points of order which is de-
bate and not a point of order.

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, I be-
lieve I stated a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would say to the gentleman from
Arizona that the motion to suspend the
rules is simply being given its ordinary
meaning in this process.

Mr. SHADEGG. So the answer to my
question is that there is no procedure
by which I may object to this bill going
forward without the 48 hours promised
in the civility provision of the House
rules?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
correct.

Mr. SHADEGG. I thank the gen-
tleman.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

But to begin with, I would like to
yield a moment to the chairwoman of
the committee and ask, just to try to
clarify this, what is the effective date
of the amendment we are considering?

Ms. MILLENDER-MCcDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EHLERS. I yield to the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. MILLENDER-McCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, with reference to the question
raised by the gentleman from Michi-
gan, the effective date is upon enact-
ment of the bill.

Mr. EHLERS. Thank you for clari-
fying that.

Mr. Speaker, part of the reason for
the question was an honest inquiry
simply because there has been a lot of
confusion about the last-minute
changes, which is certainly not cus-
tomary for a bill taken up under sus-
pension.

This bill would deprive Members of
Congress from their pensions if they
are convicted of certain crimes. Simi-
lar language was included in the ethics
and lobbying reform bill passed by the
Senate last week.

This is not a new issue. This is not
the first time the House has considered
the question of whether convicted
Members should lose their pensions. In
1996, following the conviction of Con-
gressman Dan Rostenkowski, a public
outery followed published reports that
he would be receiving a generous pen-
sion even while serving his prison
term. In response, the House scheduled
and voted on H.R. 4011, to take away
the pensions of Members convicted of
offenses listed in the bill. It passed 390—
32 in the House, but was not taken up
in the Senate and did not become law;
and Mr. Rostenkowski received his full
pension.
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Incidentally, mail fraud, the crime
for which Mr. Rostenkowski was con-
victed, was a listed offense in that bill,
H.R. 4011, but is not listed in the bill
pending before us today. So if there
were another Rostenkowski event,
today this would not affect that behav-
ior.

The recent convictions of some of our
former colleagues, and published re-
ports implicating a current Member in
bribery schemes, have caused this issue
to surface again.

Then, as now, these legislative ef-
forts amount to an attempt to close
the barn door after the horse has gone.
Even if H.R. 4011 had passed in 1996, it
would not have affected anyone en-
gaged in criminal activity prior to its
passage. In other words, Mr. Rosten-
kowski still would not have been af-
fected by that bill. Whatever we do
today will not deprive any of our con-
victed former colleagues of their pen-
sions and won’t threaten the pension of
a Member who might have already en-
gaged in criminal activity but has yet
to be charged or convicted. The Su-
preme Court has ruled you simply can-
not change the criminal penalty for a
crime after it has been committed and
apply it retroactively. This is called ex
post facto punishment and is clearly
prohibited by the Constitution, and
that is why it is so extremely impor-
tant to draft this bill properly.

The Congress had originally at-
tempted to do this when it passed the
Hiss Act in 1954 in response to the per-
jury conviction of Alger Hiss. The law
applied to a number of offenses. But
this law, though passed after his con-
viction, was written to take away
Hiss’s pension but was struck down by
a Federal court, and later the Congress
scaled the law back because it was un-
manageable. This illustrates again the
importance of careful work on bills of
this nature.

Conviction of an offense listed in the
Hiss Act, which is still in effect and ap-
plies to all government employees, re-
sults in total loss of the pension. The
Hiss Act, as amended in 1961, is now
limited to crimes against the State
that threaten national security: trea-
son, espionage, sedition, et cetera.

Of course, had the Congress enacted
the House-passed legislation on the
subject in 1996, those who have been
convicted of listed criminal offenses in
the interim would not be able to re-
ceive pensions and today’s action
would not be necessary.

In view of all this, I have to say, Mr.
Speaker, that I think it is most unfor-
tunate that we are considering this bill
under suspension with last-minute
changes, with limited time for debate,
and no opportunity to consider alter-
natives. I believe that it is important
to look at some alternatives. The
courts have raised the issue of propor-
tionality, that the punishment must be
proportional to the crime. This bill
does not contain anything relating to
that. And it should, because under this
bill a person who commits a heinous
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crime and has 5 years of pension credit
suffers a minor penalty compared to a
person who might commit a minor
crime but has 20 years of pension to
lose. This is not taken care of in this
bill, and it should be.

The issue of spouse pensions, as the
Chair of the committee mentioned, is
dealt with in this bill; but I don’t think
it is dealt with satisfactorily. I think
we should give some guidelines to the
Office of Personnel Management in
dealing with that.

My point on all this, Mr. Speaker, is
that this is an important bill. It is
going to potentially affect each and
every Member of the Congress. I think
it should be done with due deliberation
and carefulness, and I think it is most
unfortunate that this bill has become
clouded by the hasty effort to get this
taken up on suspension with last-
minute changes not approved pre-
viously by the minority.

I hope this is not an example of what
we can expect in the future. The issue
is certainly more important than nam-
ing a post office, which is what we nor-
mally do on suspension; and I hope
that this bill, when it does pass, will
come back in conference so that we
will be able to fine tune it in con-
ference with the Senate and produce a
good bill that is worthy of final pas-
sage.

Mr. Speaker I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to just take
about 30 seconds to correct a misrepre-
sentation of the ranking member. He
spoke of mail fraud, of which Mr. Ros-
tenkowski was convicted, was not one
of the crimes contained in the House
bill that was passed out of this House
by the Republicans last year. So that is
a mischaracterization.

0 1845

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. I
yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. EHLERS. The bill was passed in
1996.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Irre-
spective of, it was not one of those that
were, as you had suggested in your
opening statement.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield such time as she may con-
sume to the author of this bill, the out-
standing new Member who introduced
this bill, the gentlewoman from Kansas
(Mrs. BOYDA).

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to introduce a bill that will
help rebuild the American people’s
faith in our Congress.

Last year a Member of this House,
Congressman Bob Ney, praised legisla-
tion that would have stripped the pen-
sions of Members of Congress who are
convicted of trading votes for bribes.
Congressman Ney claimed that the bill
would hold, and I quote, ‘“‘Members of
Congress and those they work with to
the highest standards in order to en-
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sure that those who abuse the public
trust will be dealt with accordingly.”
But that bill never passed, for which
Congressman Ney is probably grateful.
On Friday he was sentenced to serve 30
months in Federal prison. His crime:
Accepting tens of thousands of dollars
in luxury vacations, sporting tickets,
and meals from Big Money lobbyist
Jack Abramoff.

Despite his conviction, Congressman
Ney remains eligible to draw a congres-
sional pension. And he isn’t alone. Over
the last 25 years, as many as 20 politi-
cians convicted of serious offenses have
received their congressional pensions.
The exact amount of their payments
vary, but the typical payment is about
$47,000 a year. That is greater than the
average American’s total household in-
come, and four times the annual earn-
ings of the minimum-wage worker.

Why should taxpayers fund a com-
fortable retirement for a crooked Con-
gressman? The answer, of course, is
that we shouldn’t. Corrupt politicians
deserve prison sentences, not taxpayer-
funded pensions.

Mr. Speaker, this House has already
taken an important first step toward
ending congressional corruption. On
our very first day of Congress in ses-
sion, we passed an aggressive ethics
package that banned Members from ac-
cepting meals and gifts from lobbyists,
and we enacted real earmark reform.
But our work isn’t done.

During my campaign I promised my
constituents that I would help end Big
Money’s control of Congress, and that
promise won’t be fulfilled until Mem-
bers who accept Big Money bribes can-
not still retire at taxpayer expense.

Today I am proud to introduce H.R.
476, the Pensions Forfeiture Act, which
would strip the pensions of Members of
Congress convicted of bribery, con-
spiracy, espionage, or perjury. I am
honored that my three fellow Rep-
resentatives from Kansas, Representa-
tive ToDD TIAHRT, JERRY MORAN, and
DENNIS MOORE, are cosponsoring this
legislation with me. All of us, Repub-
licans and Democrats alike, are an-
swering Kansas’s demands to sever the
link between money and politicians.

My father told me when I told him
about this legislation, he said, ‘“‘Sweet-
heart, it’s about time. Let’s get on
with it.”

Unfortunately, we cannot now revoke
Congressman Ney’s pension. Believe
me, I wish we could, but the Constitu-
tion prohibits us from passing such
laws after the fact. But we can and we
must prevent this from happening
again.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support the Pensions For-
feiture Act. I hope that this bill will
further deter corruption. Perhaps when
Congressmen know that their retire-
ment benefits are on the line, they will
think long and hard before committing
a Federal crime. But if some future
Representative does follow in the foot-
steps of Congressman Ney, at least
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Kansas taxpayers and the rest of Amer-
ican taxpayers won’t have to foot the
bill for his retirement home.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCcDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to inquire as to
the time left for both sides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCGOVERN). The gentlewoman from
California has 7% minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from Michigan has
13%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to Mr. KIRK
of Illinois.

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to ask the author of this legislation,
Mrs. BoYDA, a question. She has added
an amendment to this legislation with-
in the last half hour. What was it, and
what did you intend to do with that
amendment?

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. I don’t be-
lieve that it has been amended in the
last half hour, but we did add suborna-
tion of perjury.

Mr. KIRK. Reclaiming my time. The
gentlewoman actually has amended the
legislation within the last half hour to
add a fifth charge of subornation of
perjury. But this bill falls far short of
its potential.

In 1996, the Congress is on record
with the vote of Congresswoman
PELOSI and Congressman HASTERT of
supporting legislation with 21 public
integrity felonies, not the 5 under the
legislation before us.

We are missing a key element in this
legislation which falls far short of our
potential for reform. We know under
current law that Rostenkowski collects
after mail fraud, Traficant collects
after corruption, Cunningham collects
after bribery, and Ney collects after
conspiracy. But the key story tonight
is what is missing in this legislation.

Our House leadership presented a bill
which until an hour ago would have ex-
empted the 110th Congress from any of
these reforms. Now they are going to
go back with the original intention of
the bill with the new amendment that
the Congresswoman added. But this list
of felonies fails to include income tax
evasion.

I would ask her, why didn’t you add
income tax evasion to the list of felo-
nies under this bill?

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. I believe that
the bill is intended as the voters have
said we need to get something done.
The crimes that are included in this
bill will go right at the heart of the
corruption that is affecting the Con-
gress.

Mr. KIRK. Reclaiming my time. I
would say that we should not provide
taxpayer-funded pensions for someone
who is convicted of income tax evasion.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, just a couple of seconds, and I
would like to speak to the speaker who
has just spoken. He spoke about the
amendment to this bill, the suborna-
tion of perjury. This is in the gentle-
man’s bill that he has introduced, so I
don’t know why his objection to that.
The Democrats have added two addi-
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tional crimes to this bill, and one is
that; the other is a conspiracy to vio-
late postemployment restrictions. We
have tried to put in this bill to
strengthen this bill two additional
crimes, and so I am concerned that his
argument is one that is in his bill that
he has introduced.

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia, Mrs. SUSAN DAVIS.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 476,
the Pension Forfeiture Act sponsored
by my new colleague and good friend
NANCY BOYDA.

Usually, Mr. Speaker, I pride myself
on seeing two sides of an issue, but
honestly, I have looked, and I can’t
find another side on this one.

I like this bill, because any Member
of Congress who has been convicted of
a criminal offense doesn’t deserve to
get his or her pension. And I like this
bill for another reason, too. No matter
how small the amount, each dollar that
now goes to criminal ex-Members can
be used to fund vital programs at a
time when we are challenged with
record debt.

Mr. Speaker, I love this institution,
and it makes me angry that the bad be-
havior of a few has disgraced Congress
and harmed our Nation, and, in fact,
this is a very important first step. Per-
haps in the future we can go beyond
this. And it frustrates me deeply when
members of the media and the public
say that we are incapable or unwilling
to reform ourselves. So, let’s prove
them wrong. Let’s prove them wrong
today. Let’s pass H.R. 476.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to grant 2 minutes the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY).

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I will help
answer the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia; in the sense that this is a de-
cent bill, but it could be much better if
it was brought through a regular order
where we were allowed to participate
and offer improvements by way of
amendments. But the process has been
shut down to us, and that is why we are
upset. We can make a decent bill better
if given the chance. It was brought up
on suspension with the intended pur-
pose of forbidding us from offering any
amendments to make it better.

And I just want to say that MARK
STEVEN KIRK, JOHN SHADEGG, and my-
self, we have been very concerned
about people who have violated the
people’s trust, accepted bribes, broken
the law, and getting their pension.
That is why all three of us joined to-
gether over a year ago and offered bills;
but yet the bill that has been brought
up today isn’t one of the Republican
bills. Is that civility? I doubt it.

Now, the interesting part is, after
working with the Speaker a year ago,
it was brought up for a vote, and al-
most all of the Democrat leadership
and 173 other Members of the Democrat
Party voted against the bill that they
are now saying, well, geez, it is your
bill that you brought up a long time
ago.
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But there is one area I have amend-
ments prepared, because 1 thought
when we were going to get here that we
would go through regular order. And
one of them was solicitation of a bribe,
which is not part of this.

Mr. Speaker, can I enter into a col-
loquy with the author of the bill, the
gentlewoman from Kansas? My inquiry
to her would be, why did you not offer
solicitation of the bribe when you au-
thored this piece of legislation? Solici-
tation is not in there.

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. Let me just
say that I have offered a bill that I
think is historic. I think it is going to
make a difference. And I would suggest
that you can vote for it, or you can
vote against it. It is a good first step.

Mr. TERRY. So if you want to solicit
bribes, this is not a part. And there is
a glaring gap here that needs to be
filled, and we have not been allowed to
fill it.

Ms. MILLENDER-McCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, it is amazing that my col-
league has said that the bill could be
stronger. That is an argument that we
could make on every bill that comes to
this floor, it can be stronger.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to now
yield to our majority leader 1 minute,
the Honorable STENY HOYER.

Mr. HOYER. It is tough to be in the
minority, isn’t it? I feel your pain. I
want you to know that.

Of course, that perfect bill of which
all of you speak could have been passed
in 1995 or 1996 or even 1997 or 1998 or
1999 or 2000, or even 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004,
2005, and, yes, 2006 when you were in
charge, and we had no say as to what
you passed or what you didn’t pass. But
you didn’t pass this bill. You passed
this bill through the House; it is not
law. It is not law. And you had the
President, you had the Senate, and you
had the House.

There is now a claim that we have
heard now for 2 weeks: The energy bill
could have been better. Yes, but many
of you voted for it. You indicated,
many of you, that the minimum wage
bill could have been perhaps better by
adding some things on, but 82 of you
voted for it.

This bill could be better, but it is
timely. It is timely to do the right
thing.

Mr. KIRK has a number of sugges-
tions. I think they are pretty good sug-
gestions. I don’t mind them. He asked
about income tax. Now, we all pay in-
come taxes. All Americans pay income
taxes, or some have preference items
they avoid, assuming they are doing it
legally. But that is not part of our du-
ties as a Member of Congress; it is part
of our duties as a citizen.

What this bill seeks to say is when
you raise your right hand and swear
that you will serve your constituents
faithfully and honestly, that you do
that; that you don’t do it for some out-
side lobbyist or interest group. And
that if you do, we are not going to pay
your pension. That is all this bill says.

It is late in coming, but it is never
too late to do the right thing, and I
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would hope that every Member of this
House when the roll is called on this
bill will say to their constituents that
I am going to take pensions away from
those who abuse their power and re-
sponsibility given to them by the
American people as Members of this
House and undermine the faith and
trust that the American people have in
Members and in this House.

O 1900

I agree with Mr. TERRY, it could be
better. We could add things to it. Per-
haps we will. As a matter of fact, we
just added something, as you have
pointed out, because we thought that
not only is lying bad, but asking people
to lie is bad. It is called a fancy word,
subornation of perjury. But what it is,
is asking your staffer to say, don’t tell
the grand jury I did that. That is essen-
tially what that says. So you can’t tell
your staff to go to the grand jury, when
the grand jury says, does Member A, B
or C take money or lie or do something
or take money to vote on something, if
you ask them to do that, and, after all,
they work for you, you have control of
their salary, you are also going to be
subject to loss of pension.

So I agree with those that say this
bill is not perfect. They are right, but
a lot of the bills that we have passed,
as a matter of fact probably no bill
that we have passed has been perfect,
but this is a good bill. As my friend,
the former Congressman from Ken-
tucky would say, ‘““‘And I tell you that
frankly.”

My expectation is we are going to
have almost every Member, I would
hope 100 percent of the House say to
the American people we will not allow
Members who misuse and fail your
trust to get your taxpayers’ dollars
paid to them in pensions. Vote for this
bill. It is a good bill.

I want to congratulate NANCY BOYDA
for her leadership in bringing this bill
to the floor, and I urge Members on
both sides of the aisle, in a bipartisan
way, vote to say to the American peo-
ple, we won’t take your pensions if we
do wrong by you, and we won’t let oth-
ers do as well.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would just like to make a brief re-
sponse to the majority leader before
recognizing my next speaker. The issue
is not just the quality of the bill. The
main issue is the process, and I recall
many times over the past few years,
when we were in the majority, I asked
our leadership to take up a bill on sus-
pension. They said we can’t do it unless
the minority agrees to it, and I had to
wait weeks several times for that.

Now, suddenly, we get a bill tossed
out in just a few hours’ notice. That is
not proper procedure.

Mr. Speaker, I next yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
SHADEGG).

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, we just
heard how serious this bill is; and, in-
deed, I think it is serious and impor-
tant.
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Over a year ago, I introduced a simi-
lar bill, so did my colleague Mr. KIRK,
and so did my colleague Mr. TERRY.
The majority leader has just told us
that we ought to all vote for this bill
because it is so important; but once
again, we are here in a procedural
abuse of mind-boggling consequences.

For my colleagues who have not been
here, you need to know that in the last
hour this bill has been amended by the
majority. Indeed, in the last 24 hours,
it has been amended not once but
twice. It was introduced in one form.
This morning they announced two dif-
ferent amendments to it, changing
both its effective date and the crimes
to which it applies, and your offices
were all told when you arrived here
today that it had a new effective date
and had a new series of crimes to which
it applies. But guess what, do not rely
on your staff because this bill is so im-
portant the majority has amended it
within the last few minutes. Now they
have added a crime, but changed the ef-
fective date again.

This is not the way that serious Con-
gresses legislate. If you believe this bill
is important, don’t ask these Members
to vote on it with less than an hour’s
notice. If you would like to look at a
copy of the bill, many of our Members
on the majority asked for a copy mo-
ments before debate started, and they
could not get a copy. Indeed, the
amendments appear to have either
been handwritten or typed within the
last few minutes.

This is not the way to legislate. Pro-
cedure matters. We have not been al-
lowed to see this bill go through com-
mittee and to be marked up. It did not
go to Rules where we could offer
amendments, where we could offer the
effective date we think is right or the
list of crimes that we believe is right.

No, the majority has decided that the
minority does not matter. Well, let’s
talk about fundamental fairness. In the
Contract with America, we allowed
that side, when they were in the minor-
ity, to offer to our Contract bills 154
floor amendments. That is on top of
taking all of those bills to committee,
and 48 of those amendments passed.

This is a procedural outrage,
they ought to be ashamed.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, the speaker who just spoke
stated that we changed the date. We
changed the date of the bill to comply
with the leadership on the Republican
side. So he was disingenuous.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
the majority leader.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding.

First of all, let me say that I do not
think this is the best procedure that
we could have followed.

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, par-
liamentary inquiry, did she not just
call me disingenuous? I would like the
words taken down.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman yield for a parliamentary
inquiry?
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Mr. HOYER. No. I thought I was rec-

ognized. I was speaking.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. SHADEGG. Point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his point of order.

Mr. SHADEGG. You may not be-
smirch the motives of a Member of the
body. I believe the lady said that my
comments were disingenuous. I would
like to hear the comments. If she
called me disingenuous, I take that as
an offense.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has not stated a point of order.

Mr. SHADEGG. I want her words
taken down. Mr. Speaker, I would like
the lady’s words taken down.

Mr. HOYER. I think we are beyond
that point, but let me say I don’t be-
lieve the gentleman is disingenuous. As
a matter of fact——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would
the majority leader suspend.

The gentleman’s request for the
words to be taken down has not been
requested in a timely and an appro-
priate manner.

The gentleman from Maryland is now
recognized.

Mr. TIAHRT. Parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Maryland has the time.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I appeal
the ruling of the Chair. Just because
the Chair wasn’t listening to the gen-
tleman doesn’t mean he wasn’t making
it in a timely manner.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is, Shall the decision of the
Chair stand as the judgment of the
House?

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. HOYER

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
table.

Mr. TERRY. In all due respect, the
Speaker’s microphone was not on, and
we could not hear your ruling.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. HOYER. Parliamentary inquiry.
Did you recognize the appeal of the rul-
ing of the Chair?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is correct.

The question is on the motion to
table.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 223, nays
190, answered ‘‘present’” 1, not voting
21, as follows:

[Roll No. 43]

YEAS—223
Abercrombie Bean Boucher
Ackerman Becerra Boyd (FL)
Allen Berkley Boyda (KS)
Altmire Berman Brady (PA)
Andrews Berry Braley (IA)
Arcuri Bishop (GA) Brown, Corrine
Baca Bishop (NY) Butterfield
Baird Blumenauer Capps
Baldwin Boren Capuano
Barrow Boswell Cardoza
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Carnahan
Carney
Castor
Chandler
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilirakis
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito

Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum (MN)
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell

NAYS—190

Carter
Castle
Chabot
Coble

Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Cubin

Davis (KY)
Dayvis, David
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Fallin
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
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Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Snyder
Solis
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Watson
Watt
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Yarmuth

Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves

Hall (TX)
Hastert
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Issa

Jindal
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)

Jordan Murphy, Tim Sensenbrenner
Keller Musgrave Sessions
King (IA) Myrick Shadegg
King (NY) Neugebauer Shays
Kingston Nunes Shimkus
Kirk Paul Shuster
Kline (MN) Pearce Simpson
Knollenberg Pence Smith (NE)
Kuhl (NY) Peterson (PA) Smith (NJ)
LaHood Petri Smith (TX)
Lamborn Pitts Souder
Latham Platts Stearns
LaTourette Poe Sullivan
Lewis (CA) Porter Tancredo
Lewis (KY) Price (GA) Terry
LoBiondo Pryce (OH) Thornberry
Mack Putnam Tiahrt
Manzullo Radanovich Tiberi
Marchant Ramstad Upton
McCarthy (CA) Regula Walberg
McCaul (TX) Rehberg Walden (OR)
McCotter Reichert Walsh (NY)
McCrery Renzi Wamp
McHenry Reynolds Weldon (FL)
McHugh Rogers (AL) Weller
McKeon Rogers (KY) Westmoreland
McMorris Rohrabacher Whitfield
Rodgers Ros-Lehtinen Wicker
Mica Roskam Wilson (NM)
Miller (FL) Royce Wilson (SC)
Miller (MI) Sali Wolf
Miller, Gary Saxton Young (AK)
Moran (KS) Schmidt Young (FL)

ANSWERED “PRESENT""—1

Lungren, Daniel

E.

NOT VOTING—21
Bilbray Linder Rogers (MI)
Bishop (UT) Lucas Rush
Buyer McDermott Ryan (WI)
Carson Moran (VA) Smith (WA)
Costello Norwood Turner
Culberson Pickering Waters
Gutierrez Pomeroy Waxman

0 1929

Messrs. BURTON of Indiana, JOHN-
SON of Illinois and KUHL of New York
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’” to
“nay.”

So the motion to table was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
the distinguished majority leader, is
recognized.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I would
hope that we could dissipate, first of
all, any implication that anybody was
disingenuous. There are obviously dis-
agreements on issues. I know that the
gentlelady, the Chair of the com-
mittee, and Mr. SHADEGG have spoken.
I think that is a good thing.

I wanted to say to Mr. SHADEGG, I
certainly did not believe he was any-
thing but stating his opinion, and I
think that is certainly appropriate to
do. I want to make that very, very
clear, that we do not and I do not nor
did the chairwoman intend to put any-
body’s motivation in question. We
should not do that. Hopefully, we will
all try not to do that.

Secondly, let me say that in terms of
notice, I had the opportunity to talk to
Mr. BOEHNER on Friday. This bill was
scheduled, as you know, for consider-
ation on Friday.

0 1930

There was concern that perhaps peo-
ple hadn’t seen it for sufficient time,
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although this bill, in substance, has, in
fact, been passed by the House before
with your leadership. So Mr. BOEHNER
and I have discussed it. Mr. BLUNT and
I had a colloquy, in which time I said
that this would be on suspension to-
night.

The bill was amended, the gentleman
is correct, within the last few hours.
The date was changed at the request of
Mr. BOEHNER. I happen to agree with
Mr. BOEHNER that the date of 2009,
which was in the bill, and I know Mrs.
BoyDA, I talked to Mrs. BOYDA about
it, she agreed with the change as well.
The change was made because it was
Mr. BOEHNER’s feeling, and I think the
minority’s feeling, that the bill ought
to go into effect immediately.

The reason the date was put in as
2009 because that is what the Senate
bill does under the constitutional pro-
vision of the 27th amendment, where
compensation of a Member may not be
changed during the course of their
term. So it was made effective at the
next term.

But my observation, and I think Mr.
BOEHNER’S, I don’t know whether he is
on the floor, were the same; that if
that question would be raised, let a de-
fendant who is convicted of falling
short of his duties and responsibilities,
or hers, to their constituents and to
this institution, let them raise that. I
agreed with that. So that change was
made mutually.

There was an additional subornation
of perjury which we think is appro-
priate. But I want to say to Members
on both sides, I am an institutionalist.
I believe in this institution, I believe in
the Members, and I believe the Mem-
bers need to have careful and thought-
ful consideration.

This bill is straightforward and, as I
say, for all intents and purposes has
been passed. I want to tell everybody, I
think we are going to roll the vote on
this bill because we don’t want any-
body to miss it. There are 11 Members
on each side absent because of planes
that have not flown on schedule be-
cause of weather. And